March 16, t907._ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 51.] 315 








THE SCOTTISH UNION 
AND NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY. 


(Esrasiisuep By Act or PaRLiamEnt.) 
CAPITAL £6,000,000. 
In which is incorporated THE LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY, LIMITED. 
30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 





This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government, 


The ‘* RED CROSS”? POLICY of the eo against 
ALL ACCIDENTS and ALL IL ES. 





Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897, 1900, and 1906, the Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1880, and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R, KENNEDY MITCHELL, 
Manager Accident Department. 


PHCENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PH@NIX FIRE OFFICE. 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
LOMBARD STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
FIRE, 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION. 
BURGLARY. PERSONAL ACCIDENT. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 


LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 


Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 
MORTGAGES ON LICENSED PROPERTIES GUARANTEED. 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 





19, 














ESTABLISHED 1836. 





£5,123,000 

£ 678,000 
£ 2,600,000 
£ 19,000,000 


FUNDS 

INCOME 
YEARLY BUSINESS 
BUSINESS IN FORCE 





THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wirnovur Prorrts. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
Age | Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium 
20 4178%,] 30 4116%,| 40 | #2 10%, | 








£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 





| 10 yrs. | 20 yrs. 
Amount of Policy | £1,199 | $1,438 


Duration 


£2,067 | 





| 30 yrs. 
£1,724 





Full information on application to 


The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
LONDON, MARCH 16, 1907, 


*,* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 
the regular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer. 

Contents. 

ws U5 





Law SBrupents’ JOURNAL .6.....csseecerees 
Companies 

Lroat News ... 

Cover Parers 

Wixpina-urp Notice 

Creprrogs’ Noricss..... .. eos 
BAwkRurtoy NOTICES .......c6c0:cc00cee0000 


ok ae a 
Tu Comrantes Bint, .. o...c0cce - conserves 
Ovtions TO PuncHAsE THE Far Sime_e 
80) BABRBE, nvevecescescccsts seneabsasbesennnes 
TRI URIING ine 0: vp scocecscvevesestension « 
CORRESPONDENCE ......006 « seee 
New Orpens, &0. 2... sso 
BOOUBTIRG ... . cvcceere coors sescosees 


Cases Reported this Week. 
Dalee ¥.. Fes ossisctorvernbvcisnstnbvnntisinetiainsincwnunimealin 326 
Martin v. Corporation of Blackburn 326 
Peel v. London and North-Western Railway Co. 
Reeves, Re. Edwards v. Reeves-Hughes ;........0 ....00- 
Rushmer v. Polsue & Alfieri (Lim.) AOE TERS 
Schwabacher (Deceased), Re. Stern v. Schwabacher 





Current Topics. 


The New County Court Judge. 

Tr 1s announced that Mr. Atrrep Patren Tuomas, LL.D., 
barrister-at-law, has been appointed Judge of the Liverpool 
County Court in succession to Judge Coriier, resigned. Mr. 
Tomas was called to the bar in 1886 and has practised at 
Liverpool and on the Northern Circuit. 


The Schemes of the Land Registry. 

ATTENTION sHOULD be called to the following question and 
answer in the House of Commons on the 6th inst. :-— 

Mr. Hits asked the Attorney-(ieneral whether, seeing that the system 

of registration of title to land had been in operation for some years, and 
on the whole with success, he would consider the advisability of further 
examining the question of land transfer, with the object ultimately of 
making the transfer of land as simple and as cheap as was the transfer of 
stocks or shares. The Attorney-General said: There seems to be some 
question whether the system of registration has been effective. I have 
received a letter from the President of the Law Society stating that in his 
opinion it has been a failure. I fully sympathize with the object the hon. 
member has in view, and I believe the subject is receiving the considera- 
tion of the Lord Chancellor. 
That is to say, the Land Registry officials are urging on the 
Lord Chancellor the adoption of the measures indicated in Mr. 
BrickDALE’s report as necessary in order to convert the “ on the 
whole with success” of their spokesman into complete success 
from their point of view. 


The Change in the Long Vacation. 

WE prxint elsewhere two Orders in Council which have been 
issued, the one changing the time of the Long Vacation—maki 
it begin on the Ist of August and terminate on the 11th o 
October—and the other substituting in the Circuit Order in 
Council of the 28th of July, 1873, a new schedule of the dates of 
business at the various assize towns for the summer, winter, and 
spring assizes, so as to make the work fit in with the altered 
beginning and end of the legal year. The change has been 
generally desired and will prove convenient for the great 
majority of those who, as lawyers or litigants or otherwise, 
have business at the courts, but it leaves quite untouched 
the question of the expediency of shortening the period of the 
Long Vacation. An alteration in this respect will doubtless 
come in time, and it is so difficult to get the judicial authorities 
to move at all that it may be as well at present to rest satisfied 
with the concession which has been made. But it is to be 
remembered that the length of the Long Vacation has 
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not been a fixed period in the past, and so recently as 1883 
it was changed from the period between the 8th of August 
and the 2nd of November, to that between the 12th of August 
and the 24th of October. The curtailment was not great, and 
the postponement of the commencement of the vacation was a 
mistake. This is rectified by the present change of date to the 
1st of Avgust, and when the time is ripe for a further alteration, 
the end of the vacation may well be shifted to the 30th of 
September. A clear two months should be sufficient for the 
general cessation of judicial business, and a vacation so 
arranged would probably be accepted as final, provided that no 
undue impediment were put in the way of carrying on special 
court eck and general administrative business throughout the 
vacation. 


Stamps on Foreclosure Orders. 


Tue pecision of Swinren Eapy, J., in Re Lovell and Collard's 
Contract (1907, 1 Ch. 249) shews the hardship which sometimes 
results from the incidence of the stamp laws. Under section 
54 of the Stamp Act, 1891, ‘conveyance on sale” includes 
every order of any court whereby property upon the sale thereof is 
transferred to or vested in a purchaser. Up to 1896, it had 
never occurred to anybody that this applied to a foreclosure 
order, for the very sufficient reason that the transfer 
of an estate consequent upon foreclosure is incident to the 
enforcement of the mortgage security and has nothing to do 
with any contract of sale. But on the 16th of January, 1896, a 
Divisional Court held in Huntington v. Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners (44 W. R. 300; 1896, 1 Q. B. 422) that a conveyance 
made by order of the court upon the forclosure of an equitable 
mortgage was a “conveyance on sale” so as to require 
ad vslorem duty on the amount of the mortgage debt, 
and it was an apparent conclusion from this decision that 
a foreclosure order in the case of a legal mortgage was 
an order vesting an estate—namely, the equity of redemption 
—‘‘upon the sale thereof,” and so required a similar stamp. 
In the present case Swinren Eapy, J., appears to have 
acquiesced in the correctness of Huntington’s case, and account 
must be taken, too, of Inland Revenue Commissioners v. Tod (1898, 
A. ©. 399), where, under a Scotch Act, a creditor who had fruit- 
lessly attempted to sell, and who then took the property himself 
under a sheriff's decree, was held to be a purchaser, so that the 
decree required ad valorem duty. But that decision was upon 
the words of the Scotch statute, and it is probable that Huntington’s 
case would have been reversed had there been an appeal. There 
being, however, no appeal, the profession realized that ordinary 
foreclosure orders ought for safety to be stamped with ad 
valorem duty, and this appears to have been first done in 
a case in September, 1896. In 1898 the Legislature intervened, 
and the Finance Act of that year enacted that “for the removal 
of doubts with reference to the effect of sections 54 and 57 of 
the Stamp Act, 1891,” the definition ‘‘ conveyance on sale” in 
section 54 should include a foreclosure order. As a matter of 
fact, there would been no doubts but for the decision in 
Huntington’s case, and this enactment should have done no more 
than impose the duty for the future. The form of the enact- 
ment, however, has, as the present case shews, made it 
impossible to contend that the duty was not payable from 1891, 
and it has in effect made the duty retrospective. The case wasa 
vendor and purchaser summons to decide whether a vendor who 
claimed under a foreclosure order made on the 30th of January, 
1896, was bound to have the order stamped ad valorem. This 
was just after ZZuntington’s case, but before that case had been 
taken seriously, and certainly before there had arisen any 

ractice of stamping foreclosure orders ad valorem. Neverthe- 
ess, SwinFEN Eapy, J., held that the Finance Act, 1898, was a 
declaratory enactment that the ad valorem duty was payable 
under the Act of 1891, and the purchaser’s objection on the 
ground of the insifficiency of the stamp was maintained. The 
hardship of the decision is increased by the fact that the 
foreclosure order covered property far exceeding in value the 
part which was the subject of the present sale. 


What is ‘‘Good Health’’? 


Taz Hies Court of Australia, in the case of the National 
Mutual Life Association of Australasia v. Kidman, has recently 








given its decision on the proper construction to be placed on the 
written declaration by a person whose life is proposed to be 
insured ‘‘that he is at present in good health”—a question 
upon which little authority is to be found in the English cases. 
The plaintiff (the respondent in the appeal) sued, as the adminis- 
trator of his deceased wife, to recover £600 payable under a 
policy of insurance effected on her life. The original policy 
aving lapsed, it was renewed upon a declaration by the 
deceased, who, with a view to a renewal of the policy, delivered 
to the defendants (the company) a declaration, dated the 14th of 
September, 1902, which stated, among other things, that she 
“‘was then in good health,” and agreed that the declaration 
should be the basis of agreement for the renewal of the 
—. The declaration of the 14th of September was 
odged with the defendants on the 17th with the renewal 
premium. On the 15th Mrs. Kroman had sent for her 
medical adviser, who saw her and advised that an examinatioa 
under chloroform was necessary. He accordingly examined her 
on the following day, and said that she was suffering from an 
ovarian disorder; that an abdominal operation was necessary ; 
and he recommended that she should go into a private hospital 
to undergo this operation. She went into the hospital on the 
16th, and a day or two afterwards an operation was performed 
for the removal of an internal growth. She did not recover 
from the effects of the operation, and died on the 26th. It 
further appeared that about a year previously she had con- 
sulted another physician, who had told her that she was 
suffering from an ovarian disorder and that she would probably 
have to undergo an operation. At the trial, the defence of the 
company was that the statement of Mrs. Kipman that ‘‘she 
was in good health” was in fact untrue. The question left 
to the jury was whether she was in good health within 
the meaning of the declaration. The jury answered this 
question in the affirmative, and there was judgment for 
the plaintiff. Upon a motion for a new trial, the court 
appear to have considered that the question was whether 
the ailment from which Mrs. Krpman was suffering was one 
which tended to shorten life, and holding that this had not been 
established, they upheld the judgment. Upon appeal, the High 
Court took a wider view of the declaration. They were of 
opinion that a sufficient definition of the expression ‘ good 
health,” as used in the declaration, was that the person insured 
was free from any apparent sensible disease or symptom of 
disease and was unconscious of any derangement of the bodily 
functions by which health can be tested. The evidence clearly 
shewed that Mrs. Kipman was not in good health within the 
meaning of this definition, and the High Court, without sending 
down the case for a new trial, entered judgment for the 
defendants. It is not easy to offer any criticism of this ruling. 
A predisposition to, or a manifestation of, a disease or disorder 
of such a character as to affect the health and to produce bodily 
infirmity can hardly be compatible with the existence of good 
health. Speaking for ourselves, we should say that anyone 
who had been recommended by a competent physician to 
undergo an internal operation could not truthfully affirm that 
he was ‘in good health.” 


Curates and Compensation. 


THE EXTREMELY wide provisions of the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1906, may be expected to become an increasing source 
of anxiety to all persons who in any form employ paid labour. 
The Act of 1897 provided for compensation only “in any 
employment to which this Act applies,” and the list of employ- 
ments was given in section 7, a section which has been a fruitful 
source of litigation for the last few years. The Act of 1906, on the 
other hand, provides for compensation for accidents“ in any employ- 
ment” occurring to ‘‘a workman,” and the effect of the defini- 
tion of ‘‘ workman” in section 13 is that, provided the remunera- 
tion is not over £250 a year, the Act applies wherever there is 
employment, not of a casual nature, under a contract of service. 
The question of casual employment may be expected to produce 
zome knotty problems in regard to gardeners and charwomen 
and the numerous class of folk whose services are required by 
small householders with varying regularity. But still greater 
difficulty will be experienced in determining whether a person is 
‘under a contract of service” within the meaning of the Act, 
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and already the question is being raised whether incumbents 
who employ curates ought to protect themselves by insurance. 
In Simpson vy. Ebbw Vale, §c., Co. (53 W. R. 390; 1905, 1 K. B. 
453) it was held that the defiinition ia the Act of 1897 did 
not remove the limit implied in the use of the word “ work- 
man,” and that the benefits of the Act could be claimed only by 
persons who were workmen in the popular sense, though not 
necessarily — in manuallabour. “The Act,” said Cotiins, 
M.R., “is really giving a sort of state assurance to people who 
the Legislature supposed were not in a position to provide 
against accidents themselves. There would be no common sense 
in extending that kind of protection to persons drawing good 
salaries and in a totally different position of life.’ And the 
manager of a colliery, with a salary of £400 a year and a house, 
was held not to be within the Act of 1897. Seeing, however, 
that the Act of 1906 fixes £250 a year as the limit for non- 
manual incomes, and that its general scheme is much broader 
than that of the earlier Act, we imagine that it will be 
difficult, where the income is under this sum, to impose limita- 
tions by reference to the popular meaning of ‘‘ workman.” The 
question will be whether there is a contract of service, in which 
the work is to be manual, or clerical, or otherwise, and it may 
be expected that this will be held to include all cases in which 
the person employed submits himself to obey the orders of his 
employer. It will include clerks, secretaries, and assistant 
schoolmasters, and there appears to be no reason to draw the 
line at curates. 


French Physicians and Their Fees. 


THE AcTION in which Mr. Crocker, of San Francisco, was, at 
the end of last month, non-suited by the First Tribunal of the 
Seine, and ordered to pay the costs of his action, has excited 
much interest in the medical profession. The action was brought 
against a French doctor to recover £4,000 which the plaintiff 
had paid him in 1904 for treating the late Mrs. Crocker for 
cancer. Two years previously the doctor had published a state- 
ment that a serum had been invented by him for the treatment 
of anthrax, and the discovery had been the subject of some dis- 
cussion in the medical journals. In 1904 Mr. Crooxer brought 
his wife, who was suffering from cancer, to Paris, in the hope 
that she might derive benefit from the treatment of the doctor. 
The doctor saw the lady ; said that he hoped to cure her; and that 
his fee, in view of the extraordinary care and attention which the 
case required, would be £4,000, and that, according to established 
usage, the fee must be paid in advance. Mr. Crocker accordingly 
paid the £4,000 and the treatment was commenced. Mrs. 
Crocker, however, grew worse instead of better, and the 
doctor, at the request of her husband, discontinued the treat- 
ment. She died soon afterwards, and her husband brought his 
action to recover back the money which he had paid, on the 
ground that it had been extorted from him by “ moral violence,” 
by which we suppose is meant that undue pressure was exercised 
upon him to obtain payment in advance. The French court 
came to the conclusion that the doctor had dealt with Mr. 
Crocker in a plain and straightforward manner; that, except so 
far as he was prevented from doing so, he had carried out his 
contract, and that he was entitled to retain his fee, the amount 
of which had been fixed by the ment of the parties. The case 
shews clearly that the usages of the medical profession in France 
are wholly different from those which prevail in England. The 
Medical Act, 1886, enables a registered medical practitioner to 
recover any fees to which he may be entitled, unless he is a fellow 
of a college of physicians the fellows of which are prohibited by 
bye-law from recovering at law their fees. The Royal College 
of Physicians, as is well known, have passed a bye-law that no 
fellow of the college shall be entitled to sue; but this does not 
include members. But assuming that the French doctor had 
been an English practitioner without being a fellow of the 
College of Physicians, it would not be consistent with the pro- 
fessional reputation of any such practitioner to insist upon the 
payment of his fee in advance or to employ a remedy the precise 
nature of which he refused to disclose. 


What is a Visitor? 
Tue Last few days have produced a new judicial definition to 
be added to Mr. Srroun’s excellent collection. The proprietress 








of a ladies’ school (it is not stated whether it is a day school 
or a boarding school) at Eastbourne had a right of way over a 
footpath for herself, and (among other persons) her “ tenants, 
visitors, and servants from time to time . . . to the intent 
that the right of footway should be appurtenant to the” school 
premises ‘‘ for all purposes connected with the use, occupation, 
and enjoyment of the premises.’”’ The yo ladies attending 
the school found it convenient to use the footpath, but the 
owners of the soil of such footpath objected that this user 
was wrongful —the young ladies were not “visitors”; they 
had not, ia most the least desire to pay a visit 
to the schoolmistress; they were not allowed to go away 
when they wanted; they were subject to disciplinary 
rules to which no “ visitor,” Properly so called, would be 
liable, and (although this was probably not urged in court) 
they were debarred from bringing with them as co- “‘ visitors”’ 
relatives or friends of the male sex, who would naturally 
accompany a “visitor,” properly so called. Surely these 
circumstances differentiated a pupil from a visitor? No, said 
Mr. Justice Kexewron, in the recent case of Thornton v. 
Little (Times, 9th March), the word “visitors” is used in 
common parlance with reference to ‘‘ persons who come to stay, 
whether for a long or for a short time; to pay a long visit is a 
common and well-understood expression”; the young ladies 
came to stay—whether voluntarily or involuntarily did not 
matter—hence they were “ visitors” within the meaning of the 
grant of right of way. Of course, in the particular case, the 
words making the right of way a to the school 
premises ‘for all purposes connected with the use, occupation, 
or enjoyment of the premises,” supported the view that the 
way was intended to for the benefit of all persons having 
occasion to go to or from the school premises. But apart from 
this, the learned judge’s view is probably correct, although his 
interpretation of the word “ visitors” would apparently include 
in that term prisoners taken to a police station or court. 


Damages for Loss of the Pedigree of a Racehorse. 


Tne Tu1rp Chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine has recently 
had to consider a rather unusual cause of action arising out 
of the bailment of a racehorse. A horse dealer of Calvados, © 
wishing to dis of a filly of which he was the owner, sent it 
to the defendants, a firm of horse dealers, together with all the 
documents which related to its pedigree. The price of the 
animal was by the conditions of sale fixed at 8,000 francs and 
an interest in prizes which it might gain in races in which it was 
to take part. After a month had elapsed, the owner withdrew 
his authority and received back the animal, but without the 

apers relating to its pedigree, which had been mislaid by the 
Sleaieate. He then brought his action claiming the value of 
the filly and a sum equal to his share of prizes for which the 
animal was to compete. The ground of this claim was that 
the filly, owing to the loss of the papers, would in future be 
excluded from the principal racecourses of Paris. It cannot be 
matter of surprise that the French courts rejected this claim. 
They considered that a new pedigree could easily be prepared, 
and, moreover, there was no proof that any pecuniary damage 
had been sustained by the plaintiff. 


Anomalies in the Law of Master and Servant. 


Tue Enctisu law of master and servant is in one respect in 
an anomalous position. The action for the seduction of an 
unmarried woman, which is the only method in which a parent 
can recover damages against the seducer of ‘his daughter, is 
founded upon loss of service, and cannot be maintained where the 
daughter was at the time of the seduction in the service of the 
seducer. The English law, unlike that of Scotland and some of 
the American States, does not allow the woman herself to bring 
the action, however heartless or dishonourable the conduct of the 
defendant may have been. This law may be contrasted with 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, which enables a 
domestic servant who in the course of her employment has 
sustained personal inj by an accident, without any mis- 
feasance on the part of the employer, to recover compensation 
from him. The explanation can only be found in the natural 
difference between ew which has existed for centuries and that 
which has only been enacted in the present year. 
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The Father of the Profession. 


Tue piscussion on this subject has brought to light, through 
the kindness of a correspondent, a remarkable example of 
longevity. Mr. Tuomas Incram, B.C.L. (Oxon.), who is ninety- 
seven years of age, was admitted in Michaelmas Term, 1833, 
curiously enough, the exact date of admission of Mr. Emmerson, 
the late reputed Father of the Profession. Mr. Incram was for 
forty years Registrar of the Leicester County Court and for no 
less than fifty-seven years Clerk to the Billesdon Guardians, but 
has some time since retired from practice. Now there arises the 
question whether in order to be Father of the Profession a 
solicitor must be in actual practice. If not, Mr. Incram would 
seem to be entitled to that dignity, and there would follow the 
singular result, that although Mr. Emmerson was duly pro- 
claimed by the highest authority Father of the Profession, he 
was in fact only joint Father with Mr. Incram. We await Mr. 
F. K. Mvunyron’s decision on this knotty point. 


The Court of Appeal 


Tue proportion of cases in which judgments are varied by our 
Courts of Appeal appears to be much greater than in the earlier 
ears of the last century. Lord Se.porneg in his ‘* Family and 
ersonal Memorials,” speaking of the last Chancellorship of Lord 
Lynpuorst, from 1841 to 1846, says that the Lord Chancellor 
took things very easily, affirming almost indiscriminately 
the judgments brought before him on appeal. In contrast 
with this experience, we have found, in glancing through the 
recent reports, that the number of revenue cases in which an 
appeal has succeeded is so large that we should not be surprised 
if that wn 4 in the procedure were to be generally followed in 
that branch of business. We have also heard that in thirty of 
the latest appeals from the King’s Bench Division the judgment 
was varied in no fewer than sixteen, a proportion with which 
appellants may well be satisfied. 


Representation of the Incidents of the Cause 
of Action. 

Tue practice of foreign criminal courts in confronting the 
accused person with an artificial representation of the facts and 
circumstances which are the basis of the charge against him has 
never been adopted in this country, though it appears to find 
favour in some of the American States. We have, however, 
just read the report of a running down case in a county court, 
in which the judge directed that an attempt should be made to 
reconstitute the case in the street adjoining the court-house ; and 
having witnessed the exhibition, stated that it had given him 
much assistance in arriving at his decision. 








The Companies Bill. 


A Comranizs Bill has been introduced into the House of Lords 
by Earl Graxaxp, we presume on behalf of the Board of Trade, 
which professes to be founded upon the recommendations of the 
recent Company Law Amendment Committee. Its main pro- 
visions may be summarized as follows: (1) To require companies 
which do not issue a prospectus to file a statement containing 
the matters which would have to be disclosed in a prospectus ; 
(2) to extend the requirement of registration to mortgages or 
charges on land and on book debts; (3) to remove doubts as to 
the validity of perpetual debentures and debenture stock, to 
validate options of purchase given to mortgagees of debentures, 
to permit the re-issue of debentures, and to allow specific per- 
formance of contracts to take debentures; (4) to require the 
filing of an annual balance-sheet ; (5) to confer power to pay 
interest out of capital during the construction of works; (6) to 
give power to the court to relieve directors from the consequences 
of honest oversight, inadvertence, or error of judgment ; and (7) 
to require the filing of certain information by foreign companies 
which, after the commencement of the Act, establish a place of 
business within the United Kingdom. The proposals under head 
3) are also contained in a Bill which has been introduced in the 
suse of Lords by Lord Avesury. 

Of these suggested amendments of the law the most note- 
worthy is the first, and with reference to this it is worth while 
to recall what was the exact nature of the recommendation 








made by the committee. The provisions of section 10 of the 
Companies Act, 1900, have, as is well known, had the effect of 
considerably reducing the number of companies which issue a 
prospectus. It has been found possible to distribute the shares 
of a now company amongst the public without this formality, 
and promoters have naturally fought shy of documents which 
are required to contain all the details mentioned in the section. 
In other words, the framers of the Act of 1900 defeated their 
own ends by making these requirements too stringent. The 
committee observed in their report that it had been suggested 
that companies which did not file a prospectus should file a 
preliminary statement containing similar information to that 
required by section 10, and they went on to comment upon this 
suggestion as follows: ‘‘ Without being very sanguine as to the 
practical usefulness of such a statement, the majority of us are 
of opinion that it would be desirable to require such a statement 
to be made and filed with the registrar, and that the statement 
should set forth in substance, mutatis mutandis, all the various 
particulars required to be set forth under paragraphs (c) to (m) 
inclusive of section 10 of the Companies Act, 1900, as proposed 
to be amended in this report.” 

This recommendation, it is hardly necessary to say, bore its 
own futility upon its face. When people are not sanguine 
about the practical usefulness of a proposal, why entertain 
it? Itis not as though there was any necessity to legislate on 
the subject. In a case where some step must be taken, it is 
proper to adopt a course which contains a promise of utility 
even though the chances in its favour are not great. But as 
regards companies, legislation is not a necessity, and there is 
no justification for the introduction of requirements the practical 
utility of which is so far from being proved that a committee of 
experts are not “very sanguine’ about them. It does not seem 
to have occurred either to the committee or to the promoters of 
the present Bill that there is another course which might be 
adopted with equal prospect of practical utility, and that, 
instead of bolstering up section 10 by making its application 
more stringent, the section might be repealed altogether. 
Instead of this, it is now proposed to re-enact the section with 
certain alterations recommended by the committee, and, where 
no prospectus is issued, to require, as above noted, the filing 
of a corresponding statement. This latter requirement, how- 
ever, is not to apply to private companies, and a 
private company is defined by clause 37 as “a company 
which consists of not more that thirty members, and which by 
its articles restricts the right to transfer its shares, and prohibits 
(1) the increase of the number of its members to more than 
thirty, and (2) any invitation to the public to subscribe for 
any shares or debentures of the company.” This distinction 
between public and private companies, which is now for the first 
time introduced, will become important, if the policy of official 
regulation of companies is to be further developed. 

The provisions of section 8 of the Act of 1900 as to the pay- 
ment of underwriting commission have proved defective in 
practice, because they required that the authorized commission 
should be paid by the company, and prohibited any payment by 
a vendor to the company, and also because the commission could 
only be paid when there was an offer of shares to the public. 
The committee reported that the section should be amended in 
both these points, and this the Bill proposes to do by clause 9, 
the amendment with regard to payment of commission by 
vendors being made retrospective. The authorization of 
underwriting commission raises the question of the issue 
of shares at a discount, the two operations being, so 
far as the effect on the company’s available capital is 
concerned, the same. The committee, however, reported 
against allowing the issue of shares at a discount upon 
the formation of the company, though they thought that 
this might be done when the company had for a time carried on 
business. The Bill by clause 7 adopts this suggestion, and 
provides that where a company has continuously carried on 
business for more than two years the shares may be offered and 
issued at a discount. The proposal referred to above for per- 
mitting, under certain circumstances, the payment of interest out 
of capital is contained in clause 10. The shares must have been 
issued for the purpose of raising money to defray the expenses 
of the construction of works or buildings, or the provision of any 
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)plant, which cannot be made profitable for a lengthened period, 
-and the sanction of the Board of Trade to the payment of interest 
.out of capital must have been obtained. 


With respect to the registration of mortgages and charges, it 


1is proposed by clause 11 to re-enact section 14 of the Act of 


1900 with certain alterations. The most important is the 
inclusion in the list of incumbrances requiring registration of 


(1) a mortgage or charge on any land, wherever situate, or | 


interest therein, and (2) a mortgage or charge on any boo 
debts of the company; but as to book debts it is provided that 
‘‘where a negotiable instrument has been given to secure the 
payment of any book debts of a company, the deposit of the 
instrument for the purpose of securing an advance to the com- 
pany shall not, for the purposes of this section, be treated as a 
mortgage or charge of those book debts.” This, of course, is 
essential, since, apart from such a provision, the dealing by a 
company with its bills receivable would be seriously hampered. 
But a deposit of deeds by way of security will come within 
the new requirement, and hence it has been necessary to 
re-draft sub-section 1 of section 14 so as to make it cover 
the case where there is no instrument in writing by which 
the security is created. As redraftel in clause 11 (1) of the 
Bill it requires that, for the validity of the security, ‘‘ the 
prescribed particulars of the mortgage or charge, together 
with the instrument (if any) by which the mortgage or charge 
is created or evidenced,” shall be “delivered to or received by 
the registrar for registration” within twenty-one days after its 
creation. In effect, therefore, if the clause is accepted, every 
security given by a company, however temporary in its 
mature, will require to be registered, except a deposit or mort- 
gage of negotiable securities. Clause 13 imposes on a company 
the duty of sending to the registrar within three months after 
the commencement of the Act a statement of the total amount 
then outstanding of the debts of the company secured by 
mortgages or charges created before the Act which would have 
required registration had they been created subsequently. This 
also is in accordance with the recommendation of the committee. 
The neglect of the company to comply with the requirement 
will not prejudice the rights of the incumbrancer, but it will 
involve a fine not exceeding £50 a day on officials of the 
company who are knowingly parties to the default. 

The proposals which, as we have pointed out, are common to 
the Board of Trade Bill and also to Lord Avesury’s are 
intended to free debentures from the doubts or inconveniences to 
which they are subject in consequence of legal technicalities. 
The doctrine of the clog on the equity of redemption has made 
it doubtful whether perpetual debentures or debenture stock can 
be validly issued, and it was held in Samuel v. Jarrah Timber, &c., 
Corporation (1904, A. OC. 325) that the same doctrine forbade the 
effective grant to a mortgagee of debenture stock of the option 
of purchasing the stock, though it was pointed out in the House 
of Lords that the doctrine had no rational application to the case 
of borrowing by the directorsof a company. Clauses 15 and 16 
deal with these two matters. The necessity of making it possible 
to re-issue debentures after they have been used for the purpose 
of a temporary loan to the company has been made apparent by 
the cases of Re Tasker § Sons (1905, 1 Ch. 283) and George Rout- 
ledge & Sons (1904, 2 Ch. 474), and clause 17 proposes to do this. 
It provides that unless the articles of association of the company, 
or the conditions of issue otherwise provide, or unless the 
debentures have been redeemed in pursuance of any obligation 
on the company so to do, the company “shall have power, and 
shall be deemed always to have had power, to re issue the 
debentures.” The proposal of clause 18, that specific per- 
formance may be granted of a contract to take debentures, will 
do away with the decision in South African Territories (Limited) 
v. Wallington (1898, A. C. 309). 

Clause 22 incorporates the proposal that every ny shall 
be required to file an annual balance-sheet, ‘‘ audited by the 
company’s auditors, and containing a summary of its capital, 
liabilities, and assets, giving such particulars as will disclose the 
nature of such liabilities and assets, and how the values of the 
fixed assets have been arrived at, but the balance-sheet need not 
include a statement of profit and loss.” The proposal has been 
made before and has been rejected, and it is not one which should 
be accepted now without very careful consideration. The 


financial state of a company is primarily a matter for the share- 
bolders, and publicity is not required in their interests. Just as 
little is it y wanted in the interest of creditors. They are 
not bound to give credit, and they can always decline to do 
so unless a balance-sheet is age to them. Before publica- 
tion is required of matters which are in their nature of a private 
character, an overwhelming case of public interest should be 
made out, and so far this has not om done in the present 
instance. Clause 33 contains the proposal for empowering the 
court to grant relief to directors in certain cases, and is possibly 
meant as a set-off to the growing stringency of official require- 
ments in regard to companies, As a whole the Bill contains 
much contentious matter, and it may be hoped that it will not 
be allowed to impede the useful and non-contentious proposals 
contained in Lord Avesury’s Bill. 








Options to Purchase the Fee Simple 


in Leases. 


Tue two recent cases of Woodall v. Clifton (1905, 2 Ch. 257) and 
Worthing Corporation v. Heather (1906, 2 Ca. 532) have drawn 
considerable attention to the position of options to purchase the 
fee simple contained in leases. The subject, and also the two 
cases above referred to, have already been the subject of several 
articles in this journal (see vol. 39, 618; vol. 42, 628, 650; 
vol. 49, 543, 547, 592; vol. 50, 705; vol. 51, 3), but there still 
seem to remain some aspects of the subject and of the cases 
which may be usefully discussed. 

In Woodall vy. Clifton (euprd), in effect, the assignee of the 
lessee sued the assignee of the lessor for specific performance of 
an option to purchase the freehold contained in a lease for 
ninety-nine years, with an alternative claim for damages for 
breach of covenant. Wareineron, J., held, on the authority of 
London and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm (1882, 20 Ch. D. 
562), that the covenant giving the option created an interest in 
land, and even on the assumption that the coyenant was one 
running with the land, the plaintiff could not succeed in 
his claim for specific performance, because the interest so 
created did not vest within the limits allowed by the rule 
against perpetuities, The claim for damages was not decided. 
On appeal, after the case had been exhaustively a and 
judgment reserved, Vavenan Wittiams, Srracine, and Romer, 
L.JJ., held that the covenant giving the option of purchase was 
not a covenant the burden of which ran with the reversion, so 
that the assignee of the reversion could not be sued, but the 
court did not decide that the covenant created an interest in land. 

This decision seems to be clearly in conflict with that of the 
Court of Appeal in Re Adams and The Kensington Vestry (27 Ch. D. 
394), where it was held that the benefit of the covenant was 
attached to, and passed with, the lease—i.¢., the covenant runs 
with the term, and, therefore, under the statute 32 Hen. 8, with 
the reversion. There appears also to be other authority which 
may be urged against it—e.g., at: Touchstone, 161. The 
decision itself, however, dis of the claim to damages against 
the assignee of the lessor, but not against the lessor. 

In Worthing Corporation v. [eather (supra) the action was by 
the lessees for specific performance against the devisees of the 
lessor, and for es against his executors, the lease being 
for thirty years. ARRINGTON, J., held that the claim for 
damages succeeded, but it was admitted by the plaintiff that the 
option gave an interest in the land which, according to the 
decision in Woodall v. Clifton, infringed the rule against per- 
|e we so that the claim for specific ormance against the 

evisees could not succeed. It is submitted that the claim for 
specific performance might have been met with the defence that 
the devisees were not bound by the covenant. 

The view that an option is equivalent to an executory limitation, 
and thus creates an interest in land, is older than the decision in 
London and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm (see Stocker v. 
Dean, 1852, 16 Beav. 161); it is submitted, however, in spite of 
the authority for it, which Wannincron, J., considered binding, 
that the view is incorrect. 

The Court of A in Woodall v. Clifton could scarcely have 
been impressed with the argument that the covenant created an 
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interest in land or with the authority for it; if they had, their 
judgment is strangely silent on the subject, nor would the court 
have based its considered judgment upon the far more puzzling 
ground that the covenant did not run with the reversion. 

In Manchester Ship Canal Co. v. Manchester Racecourse Co. (1900, 
2 Ch. 352, 363; 1901, 2 Ch. 37, 50), which was cited in Woodall 
v. Clifton, the Court of Appeal held that a contract giving a right 
of pre-emption did not create an interest in land. In what 
respect does such a right differ from an option to purchase? 
Both may be expressed in terms of limitation of uses. It is 
submitted that this case is an authority of equal weight with 
London and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm for the proposi- 
tion that an option creates no interest in land. Further, the 
plaintiff in Zondon and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm could 
not sue in contract, because the defendant was not a party to the 
contract, and, therefore, had to admit that the option did create 
an interest in the land. This admission, it is submitted, turns 
the scale in favour of the view taken in Manchester Ship Canal 
Co. v. Manchester Racecourse Co. as authoritative. 

The decision in Woodall v. Clifton that the covenant does not 
run with the reversion applies to any option whether limited as 
regards perpetuity or not. Can the principle of Lawes v. Bennett 
iS Cox. 167) stand consistently with it? (See 50 Sorrcrrors’ 

ouRNAL 705.) Again, what will be the position of an executor 
whose testator has granted a lease containing an option? How 
can he distribute the assets or assent to the devise having regard 
to the possible claim for damages and his duty to perform his 
testator’s contracts? (See Cooper v. Jarman (1866, L. R. 3 Eq. 98), 
Re Day, Sprake v. Day (1898, 2 Ch. 510).) 

It is to be regretted that options to purchase were not, as they 
might have been, put upon the same footing as covenants to 
renew inleases. More serious consequences will follow, it is sub- 
mitted, from holding the estate of the deceased lessor alone liable 
in damages. The reason why covenants to renew are enforce- 
able outside the limits of perpetuity was given by the late Lord 
Davey, when at the bar, in the course of argument in London 
and South-Western Railway Co. v. Gomm—namely, that they 
run with the land at law. The grantee of the reversion can 
consequently be sued upon them: see Finch v. Earl of Salisbury 
(1675, Finch’s Reports 212), and cases cited in Woodall v. 
Clifton. They create no interest in land: see, however, contri, 
Moore v. Clench (1875, 1 Ch. D. 447). That this is the correct 
theory as regards covenants to renew appears to be recognized 
by the Court of Appeal in Woodall v. Clifton, who, in place of 
regarding covenants to renew as bare exceptions from the rule 
against perpetuities, treat the fact that these covenants are held 
to run with the land as the anomaly. 








Reviews. 


Statute Law. 


A TREATISE ON STATUTE LAW, WITH APPENDICES CONTAINING 
Worps AND Expressions USED IN STATUTES WHICH HAVE BEEN 
JUDICIALLY OR STATUTABLY CONSTRUED, THE PoPULAR AND 
SHorT TITLES OF CERTAIN STATUTES, AND THE INTERPRETATION | 
Act, 1889. By WititaAM FEILDEN CRAIEs, M.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. FoUuNDED ON AND BEING THE FovurtTH EDITION oF 
HArDCASTLE ON STaTuToRY Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


Considering the difficulties attending the making of statute law, 
it is not perhaps a matter of surprise that its interpretation is 
frequently a matter of doubt. Judges, as is well known, have not 
been slow to call attention to its defects, and references to “ill- 
drawn” legislation are frequent in the reports. At the same time 
the hopeless nature of the task of getting a contentious Bill through 
Parliament in an ideal form has also been recognized on the bench. 
“‘T am sure,” said Lord St. Leonards in O’ Flaherty v. M’ Dowell 
(6 H. L. C., p. 179), in a passage which Mr. Craies quotes, ‘‘ we ought 
to make great allowance for the framers of Acts of Parliament in 
these days; nothing is so easy as to pull them to pieces, nothing is so 
difficult as to construct them properly, as the law now stands.”” Perfect 
statutes being thus in practice out of the question, the value of such a 
book as that which Mr. Craies has edited and re-edited until it has 
become his own is apparent, and all the assistance which the authorities 


discussion as to the drafting and authentication of statutes, and as 
to the general rules of construction. With respect to legislation by 
reference, Mr. Craies endorses in general the condemnation which 
has been freely bestowed upon it. ‘‘ Legislation by reference,” he 
says, ‘‘may be justifiable where a code exists with properly 
classified titles, but is unsuited to an undigested statute book.” Among 
the matters of practical importance which he considers are the 
methods of promulgating subordinate legislation, such as statutory 
rules and bye-laws, and the effect of statutes upon the prior law, 
whether by way of repeal or otherwise. Incidental to this subject is 
the question of the construction of codifying statutes, upon which 
the remarks of Lord Herschell in Bank of England v. Vugliano (1891, 
A. C. 107) with reference to the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, are of 
the greatest importance. Mr. Craies quotes them in full, and pomts 
out that they have been accepted as applicable to codifying statutes 
generally. A chapter is devoted to the effect of statutes on the Crown. 
Some day perhaps the Legislature will consider whether the antiquated 
rule which prevents the Crown—that is, the State—from being bound 
unless expressly mentioned should not be abrogated. The appendices 
include a useful glossary of words and expressions used in statutes 
which have been judicially or statutably explained. 











Books of the Week. 








afford as to the interpretation of Acts of Parliament is to be found 
here. The preliminary chapters afford also useful information and 


The Customs Laws, including the Customs Consolidation Act, 
1876, with the Enactments Amending and Extending that Act, 
and the Present Customs Tariff for Great Britain ani Jreland. also 
the Customs Laws and Tariff for the Isle of Man, with Other 
Enactments Affecting the Customs, and Notes of the Decided 
Cases. By NaTHANItL J. HiGuMore, Barrister-at-Law, Solicitor 
for His Majesty’s Customs. Second Edition. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 


A Handy Book on the Formation, Management, and Winding- 
up of Joint Stock Companies. By F. Gorg-Browne, M.A., K.C., 
and Wi1ttAM JoRDAN, Company Registration and Parliamentaiy 
Agent. Twenty-seventh Edition. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


The Law and Practice of Interpleader in the High Court and 
County Courts, with a Chapter on the Conduct of an Interpleader 
Proceeding, and a Complete Appendix of F..rms, Statutes, 
and Rules. By 8S. P. J. MERLIN, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth 
& Co. 


A Handy Book on the Law of Banker and Customer. By 
JAMES WaLTER SmirH, Esq., BA, LL.D., Barrister-at-Law. 
Effingham Wilson. 


Paterson’s Practical Statutes: The Practical Statutes of the 
Session 1906 (6 Edward VII.), with Introductions, Notes, Tables 
of Statutes Repealed and Subjects Altered, Lists of Local and 
Personal and Private Acts, and a Copious Index. Elited by JAmMEs 
SUTHERLAND CoTTON, Barrister at-Law. Horace Cox. 


The English Reports: Vol. LXXII, King’s Bench Division I , 
containing Bellewe, Keilway, and Moore. William Green & Sons, 
Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited) 


American Law Review: January—February, 1907. Editors: 
CuAakLEs E. GR'NNELI, HAnnis TAYLOR. Reeves & Turner. 








Correspondence. 


Completion as Affected by Registration of Title. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—At p. 304, column 2, of the article in your last issue on 
‘‘Completion as Affected by Registration of Title,” the following 
passage occurs : ‘‘ It is quite possible, as suggested in Hogg’s Owner- 
ship of Registered Land [see p. 165], that where the transfer is 
lodged by the vendor at the registry, the purchaser does not warrant 
it to be genuine, but it must be remembered that if it is forged, the 
purchaser takes nothing under it, and consequently suffers no loss 
aud is not entitled to compensation under the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, if on the discovery of the fraud the register is rectified.” This 
seems to imply that, in the event of forgery, as in Odeli’s case, the 
purchaser would gain nothing by the vendor, and not he himself, 
having tendered the forged instrument for registration. But under 
conceivable circumstances, a transferee registered on the strength 
of a forged instrument might in his turn sell, receive the pur- 
chase-money, and transfer to a purchaser who would be entitled 
to compensation if the register were rectified against him. In 
such a case the Registry would claim repayment of the sum so 
paid in compensation, and would claim it from the person who 
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had contributed to the loss by tendering the forged instrument 
for registration (1897 Act, s. 7, sub-section 6). It would then be 
important for the transferee who took under the forged instrument to 
be able to shew that it was not he, but someone else—presumably the 
vendor's assumed agent—who tendered the instrument for registra- 
tion : see, particularly, the judgment of Stirling, L.J., in Attorney- 
General v. Odell (1906, 2 Ch., at p. 81). JAMES Epwarp Hoag. 
8, New-square, March 11. 





The Collection of Death Duty, 
[ To the Editor of the Soliciturs’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 


Sir,—I was not surprised that the reply addressed by the Secretary 
to the Board of Inland Revenue to the Council of the Law Society on 
this subject should ignore altogether the grievance that no time runs 
against the Crown, as it was probably felt by the Board that any 
modification of that rule can only be effected by statute, and that it 
is a matter to be dealt with by the Ministers of the Crown, and not 
by the permanent officials. 

If the general public are content that the law should remain as 
it is, and are willing that duties should be claimed for the first 
time twenty, thirty, or fifty years after they become due, and as 
a consequence that nobody should be quite certain that he may 
not be compelled to pay duties which became payable half a 
century previously on the deaths of ancestors or predecessors of whom 
he never heard, and in respect of the devolution of property with 
which he had no concern, and this although possibly those duties 
have already been discharged but have not been properly marked off 
in the office books as paid; if, I say, the persons who are liable to 
death duties (and who is not ?) will make no effort to obt:in some 
amendment of the law, I don’t suppose it will ever be amended, and 
occasionally great hardships, and sometimes gross injustice, will be the 
result of the existence of the present rule, which savours of a time 
when the relations between the Crown and the subject were very 
different from what they are at the present day. 

But as regards the other grievances to which I ventured to call 
attention at Manchester, the letter of Mr. Freeth gives little 
promise of amendment. It is true that it is stated that ‘‘ Certificates 
that duty has been paid are given to all persons entitled, and binding 
assurances are —_ readily and not grudgingly to any person really 
interested,” and I am bound to say that in my own business I have 
found the practice very much better in this respect of late, and I hope 
the present readiness to give such certificates will continue. 

But as regards one of the principal complaints I ventured to make 
at. Manchester, the delay in getting accounts passed and duties 
assessed, things seem to be going from bad to worse. 

I mentioned in the paper I read that it had recently taken six 
months to get the accounts of an estate accepted and the duty paid. 
There is now another eatate in this office where we bave been 
struggling with the duties for nearly twelve months and have not 
done yet. The accounts were no doubt very complicated, but instead 
of a system at Somerset House under which all the duties claimei on 
a death would be asked for at the same time, the method seems to be 
to have the entries at the office so made that applications for these 
duties are made quite separately, and I had at last to collect and 
schedule the various claims I had had and ask if there were any more. 
There were no less than six separate demands. 

Then the ‘‘full and proper deliberation” of which Mr. Freeth 
speaks appears, when interpreted, to mean something of this sort. 
An account is forwarded by post, and in process of time, perhaps 
three weeks or a month, it comes back with several questions—some- 
times these questions have nothing to do with the account, but are 
asked merely to enable the authorities to get on the track of other 
duties. These being answered, at the expiration of another three 
weeks or so come some further inquiries. It is quite likely that on 
the receipt of answers to these, other remarks, which apparently had 
been overlooked before, will be made—and this process is repeated 
sometimes ad nauseam, though how the papers are dealt with depends 
very much on one’s good or bad fortune as regards the particular 
clerk who happens to have the matter in hand. 

Quite recently a trifling sum for duty was tendered on a legacy 
settled by an old will, no which duty had become payable owing to 
the happening of some unexpected events. After some delay, 
occasioned by inquiries such as I have mentioned above, the account 
comes back with certain duty rather elaborately worked out, and a 
request that we would alter the account to ‘“‘ make the capital fit the 
duty.”” What was meant no one in this office could guvss, so I 
suppose another three weeks will be lost while the account goes back 
for an explanation of this cryptic suggestion. Why could not the 
clerk have altered the capits] himself to ‘‘fit the duty.” The 
commonly-received idea is that the duty should be calculated to fit 
the capital, and not vice vered. 

As another instance of the unnecessary trouble and delay the 
present practice occasions I may add that duty was tendered not 





long since on some funds represented by debenture stock of English 
railways. The authorities were pleased to think that the value of 
one of the stocks on the day when the duty became due was about $ 
or 10s. per cent. less than that on which the value for duty in the 
account as delivered was based, so, instead of altering the figures 
themselves, they send all the accounts back for the duties to be 
recalculated, with the ultimate result that the Crown got aboyt four 
shillings less duty than it would otherwise have received, and the cost 
of ang he accounts was increased by a much larger sum. 

After all, however, the principal sufferers are our clients, and I 
fancy they are beginning to understand that the expease, delay, and 
annoyance incidental to clearing the various duties known as death 
duties is not the fault of the solicitors, but is due to the methods of 
the authorities. W. J. HuMrFrys. 

Hereford, March 12. 





The Father of the Profession. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


fir,—With reference to the paragraph under this heading in your 
issue of the 2nd instant, I should like to mention the case of Mr. 
Thomas Ingram, who attains the age of ninety-seven during this 
month; he was admitted in 1833, was for forty years registrar of the 
Leicester County Court and for fifty-seven years clerk to the 
Billesdon Guardians. Mr. Ingram is not in practice, but if length of 
time on the roll would entitle him to be called the Father of the 
Profession I should like to back him for that honour. 

4, Bedford-row, W.C., March 7. T. 8S. Curtis. 





Lawyers on the London County Council. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I see a paragraph in your issue of the 9th inst., at p. 310, 
relating to the lawyers who are elected on the London County 
Council. Would you kindly correct my name from ‘Mr. C, 
Urquhart” to “Mr. C. Urquhart Fisher,” as I find, owing to the 
many mistakes made by the press, my friends are making inquiries if 
it is myself or somebody else who has been elected. 

C. URQUHART FISHER. 

Bristol House, 19 and 20, Holborn-viaduct, E.C., March 11. 








New Orders, &c. 


The Long Vacation. 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the Ist day of March, 1907, 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by the 27th Section of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Act, 1873, it is enacted that His Majesty in Council may from time 
to time upon any Report or recommendation of the Council of Jud 
in the said Act mentioned with the consent of the Lord Chancellor 
make, revoke, or modify orders regulating the vacations to be 
observed by the High Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal and 
in the offices of the Supreme Court respectively. 

And whereas at a meeting cf the Judges of the Supreme Court duly 
assembled at His Majesty’s Royal Courts of Justice on the 11th day 
of January, 1907, it was resolved : 

That it be humbly recommended to His Majesty that an Order in 
Council be made, if His Majesty shall so please, directing that the 
Long Vacation should both commence and terminate twelve da 
earlier than at present. And whereas it has seemed fit to 
Majesty, by and with the advice of His Privy Council, that the said 
recommendation be carried into effect. 

Now, therefore, His Msjesty, by and with the advice aforesaid is 
pleased to order, and it is hereby ordered as follows: 

That the Trinity Sittings of the Court of Appeal and of the High 
Court of Justice shall for the future terminate on the 31st day of 
July, and that the Long Vacation in the several Courts and offices of 
the Supreme Court sha'l for all purposes commence on the first day 
of August. 

That the Michaelmas Sittings of the same Courts respectively shall 
for the future commence on the 12th day of October, and that the 
Long Vacation in the several Courts and offices of the Supreme Court 
sha! for all purposes terminate on the 11th of October. 

A. W. Fitzroy. 





The Circuits, 


At the Court at Buckingham Palacs, the lst day of March, 1907. 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council, 
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Whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 28th day of 
July, 1893, as subsequently amended, certain arrangements as 
regards the circuits of the judges were approved : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said Order be amended on 
account of certain alterations which have been made in the dates af 
the Long Vacation in the Supreme Court : 

Now, therefore, Hie Majesty in Council is pleased to order and it is 
hereby ordered as follows: — 

In the Order in Council relating to circuits dated the 28th day of 
July, 1893, the Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the 
Schedule to the said Order of July, 1893, and the said Order ia 
Council shall take effect subject to the substitution made by this 
Order, and any copy thereof hereafter printed may be printed with the 
substitution made by this Order. A. W. Firzeoy. 


April 17th . - 
May 2nd - 


SCHEDULE. 
Easrer Crecuir. 





PIES Northern. 


North Eastern. 


Manchester (2) 
Civil and Criminal 
Liverpool (2) 
Civil and Criminal 


SUMMER CIRCOIT. 
CIVIL AND CRIMINAL.) 


South Eastern, Midland, Oxford. Western. 


Salisbury 








May 24 

” 20 

Sun, ,, 26 : 

27 Cambridge os — 

28 — Dorchester 
29 _ jira 
30, Bury St. Edmunds _ 
31 _ pare 
. Wells ... 
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Reading... _ 





Aylesbury... 
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»” aap 
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5 _ _ _ _ 
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— Oxford vas —_— 


Ss ouw — — — 


a — 





Sun. 9 ————— | 
m 10° Chelmsford ... | Northampton... — = 

» Il - _ Worcester ... 

» 12 — mt viet bx 


” 15 a : 
Leicester on == — 


er —_ 
15 | Hertford ae 
Sun., ,, 16 |\———— at 


Gloucester... 


North Eastern. Northern. North Wales. 





Newtown 





Dolgelly... 


Carnarvon 


Leeds (1) 


Criminal only. 


When Whit Sunday falls before the 21st of May, the dates shall be 
altered so as to enable these circuits to end on the Thursday before Whit 
Sunday. 


South Wales. 


Haverfordwest 
Lampeter 
Carmarthen ... 





Beaumaris 


Ruthin 


Mold 





(End) 





Brecon eve 
{ Presteign 


(End) 





18 — pat 
», 19 | Lewes an ons — _— 
Oakham pee — 
— Lincoln ase -— 


OORis nF - — eee eee 
24 — — Monmouth... 
25 — _— ‘ie 
26 _ ie ae 
Derby... ee _ 


—_ Hereford 





July 1 — -_ co 


~ 


_ Shrewsbury 
Nottingham (2) —_ 


| 
Sun., ,, 3 |——— —_-———__} a _ 


Vide Sct 
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| 
i 
| 


Sun., » 


| 
| 


Guildford re 
—_ | Warwick 


Stafford (2) 


(End) _ — 
sirmingham (2) 
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tke OMe OS 
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or 
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4 4 63 
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AUTUMN CIRCUIT. 
(CRIMINAL ONLY UNLESS OTHERWISE STATED.) ; 
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South Eastern. 


Midland. 





Jan 14 Cambridge 


18 Ipswich 





Sun., ,, 20 — 
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24 Norwich 
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WEEK. 


House of Lords. 


RUSHMER v. POLSUE & ALFIERI (LIM.). 


7th and 11th March. 


Nuisance — Norse —Crowpep Nericnrovurnoop Occurrep By PRINTING 
Trape—Private Restpent—INJUNCTION. 


In considering whether a nuisance has been caused to a plaintiff through inter- 
Serence with his comfort and that of his family in the occupation of his house from 
the working by the defendants of machinery in adjoining premises, all the circum- 
stances of the locality, and in prrticular the character of the trades usually carried 
on there, must be taken into account. If after making due allowance for the 








noises and disturbances existing in the locality prior to the commencement of the 
defendant’s operations, there is a serious, and not merely a slight, additional inter- 
ference with the plaintiff’s comfort as above defined, it is the duty of the court to 
interfere and to restrain such nuisance by injunction. 


Appeal by the defendants from an order of the Court of Appeal, 
affirming the judgment of Warrington, J., in an action in which the 
plaintiff claimed relief by injunction from nuisance caused by the working 
of machinery at night on premises adjoining those in which he and his 
family had been living for some years prior to the commencement of the 
defendants’ tenancy. The defendants were a firm of printers who, in 
September, 1904, became tenants of the ground floor and basement of a 
house, No. 10, Wine Office-court, Fleet-street. ‘The adjoining premises 
to those occupied by the defendants are known as 8, Gough-square and 
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were occupied by the plaintiff. The plaintiff had carried on business there 
since 1887 as a dairyman, using the shop on the ground floor for the sale 
of milk, and the rest of the house as a residence for himself and family. 
After the defendants entered into possession they set up in the basement 
a powerful printing machine worked by an electric motor, and the plaintiff 
complained of the noise and disturbance so caused, especially by the 
running of the printing machine at night. Warrington, J., granted the 
plaintiff an injunction restraining the defendants from — at night. 
The Court of Appeal affirmed that judgment, and the defendants appealed. 
At the close of the arguments, 

Lord Loresvurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed with 
costs, said: This appeal has been medic « to your lordsehips with great 
fairness and propriety. It is, however, to my mind quite a hopeless 
appeal. There is really no question of law involved in the decision of the 
case at all. Warrington, J., has laid down the law quite soundly ; nor, 
indeed, is it disputed by the appellants that he has done so. The law of 
nuisance is no doubt elastic, as was said by Lord Halsbury in Col/s v. Home 
and Colonial Stores (Limited) (1904, A. O. 179), where he said: ‘‘ What may 
be called the uncertainty of the test may also be described as its elasticity. 
A dweller in towns cannot expect to have as pure air, as free from smoke, 
smell, and noise, as if he lived in the country and distant from other 
dwellings, yet an excess of smoke, smell, and noise may givea cause of action, 
but in each of such cases it becomes a question of degree, and whether in each 
case it amounts to a nuisance which will give a right of action.’’ Accord- 
ingly your lordships must regard this as a question of fact. It is said, 
indeed, by the learned counsel for the appellant that Warrington, J., did 
not carry out his law in the way in which he approached the facts. I can- 
not see that that is so. There is evidence sufficient to shew that, taking 
into consideration the character of the locality and the noises there pre- 
vailing, yet a serious addition had been caused by the machinery used by 
the appellants in their business, especially at night. In my opinion that 
finding is quite sufficient to warrant the conclusion arrived at by the 
learned judge of first instance and by the Court of Appeal. I agree with 
the present Master of the Rolls (then Cozens-Hardy, L.J.) when in his 
judgment in this case he says, ‘‘ It does not follow that because I live, 
say, in the manufacturing part of Sheffield I cannot complain if a steam- 
hammer is introduced next door and so worked as to render sleep at night 
almost impossible, although previously to its introduction my house was a 
reasonably comfortable abode, having regard to the local standard, aud it 
would be no answer to say that the steam-hammer is of the most modern 
approved — and is reasonably worked.’’ I think, for these reasons, 
this appeal wholly fails. 

Lord Macnacuten.—I entirely agree. 

Lord James.—I agree. 

Lord Rosertson and Lord Arxrnson concurred, and gave as the reasons 
for so doing the reasons stated by Cozens-Hardy, L.J., in the passage 
from his judgment cited by the Lord Chancellor.—CounsEL, Buckmaster, 
K.C., F. Hinde, and G. H. Couch; H. Terrell, K.C., and C. L. Coote. 
Soxicirors, M. W. Stikeman ; H. E. Griffith. 


{Reported by Ersxrne Rew, Barrister-at-Law.]} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re REEVES. EDWARDS v. REEVES-HUGHES. Joyce, J. 6th March. 


Wirtt—Constrauction—Berauesr or Resipve—Girrt Over on DeEaTH OF 
LeGaTEe—Pexiop or Diviston—Lire Esrare or Ansotute INTEREST. 


A bequest of residue to legatees, with a subsequent gift over to their children 
in case of death ; held, that death meant death in the lifetime of the testatriz, and 
that the legatees, having survived her, were absolutely entitled to the residue. 


Adjourned summons. A testatrix by her will, after bequeathing a life 
annuity and certain pecuniary legacies, disposed of the residue of her 
estate in the following terms—viz., ‘‘ And the residue of my estate I give 
and bequeath to my three daughters, M. E. W., 8. A. R-H., and E. T., 
to be equally divided between them, and any money lent to any of my 
daughters or to any of their husbands shall be deducted from her share, 
and in case of the death of any of my daughters her share shall be equally 
divided between her children, and if any of my daughters die leaving 
no children her share shall be equally divided between my grandchildren,” 
The three daughters were all married at the date of the will, and they 
all survived the testatrix, two of them having children. This summons 
was taken out by an executor of the will to have it determined whether 
upon the true construction of the will the testatrix’s three daughters 
became upon her death absolutely and indefeasibly entitled to the 
testatrix'’s residuary estate in equal shares, or whether the interest taken by 
each daughter respectively in the residuary estate was only a life interest 
or was subject to a gift over in the event of her death at any time 
without leaving children. On behalf of the daughters it was argued 
that the time for distribution of the residuary estate was the death of 
the testatrix, and that in consequence of the daughters having survived 
the testatrix they became absolutely entitled. It was contended that the 
first reference in the residuary bequest to the death of any daughter must 
mean death in the lifetime of the testatrix, and that unless the testatrix 
had contemplated two distinct aud different events the second reference 
to a daughter’s death must mean the same. ‘The cases of Schenk v. Agnew 
(4 K. & J. 405), Treharne v. Layton (L. R. 10 Q. B. 459), O'Mahoney v. 
Burdett (L. R. 7 H. L. 388), and Olivant v. Wright (1 Ch. D. 346) were 
cited in support. For the grandchildren it was said that the testatrix 
evidently intended to benefit them in either event and that life estates had 
been created. . 

Joycr, J., said it was a peculiar will, and raised a point of considerable 


difficulty, but he should accede to the argument that the death of a 
daughter spoken of in the first part of the clause meant death in the 
lifetime of the testatrix, and therefore it also meant the same in the second 
= of the clause, and he held accordingly that ia consequence of the 
ughters having survived their mother they became absolutely entitled 
to the residuary estate in equal shares.—CounsgL, F. Z. Farrer ; McSwi ; 
Hewitt; Pauling. Sortrcrrorns, Chamberlain, Johnson, Hartopp, 
5 mea $ Johnson, Llandudno; Woosnam ¢ Smith, for E. B. Bone, 
andudno. 


{Reported by W. F. Lawnzesce, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PEEL v. LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAILWAY CO. 
Parker, J. 7th March. 


Costs — Taxation—Turee Counset. —Fers — Discretion or Taxtne- 
MASTER—ImPoRTANCE OF Issues Invotvepn—R. 8S. C. LXV. 27 (29). 


On a summons to review taxation the court cannot shelter itself behind the 
taxing-master’s discretion as to the all or disall of the costs i 
by the employment of three counsel. Ord. 65, r. 27, sub-rule 29, does not give 
the taxing. master a wider discretion than he had before the introduction of the 
rule. The importance of a case both pecuniarily to the parties and commercially to 
the community is not of itself always sufficient to justify the employment of three 
counsel, but 1s a factor to be taken into consideration by the taxing-master. 


Summons to review taxation. A controversy had been going on for some 
years between the directors of the defendant railway company and a body 
of shareholders with reference to questions of policy affecting the manage- 
ment of the company; previously to the half-yearly general meetings called 
for February and August, 1905, the directors sent to each shareholder a 
circular setting out the facts and the views of the directors and — the 
support of the shareholders at the — a stamped m4 per with a 
stamped cover for return was enclosed. ‘The expenses of printing, posting, 
and stamping these documents were borne by the company. In an action 
by certain shareholders to restrain the company and the directors from 
using the funds of the company in paying such expenses, Warrington, 
J., following the decision of Kay, J., in Studdert v. Grosvenor (33 Ch. D. 
528), granted the injunction. The defendants appealed, and this decision 
was reversed by the Court of Ap In taxing the bill of costs of the 
defendants the taxing-master allowed the costs occasioned by the employ- 
ment of a third counsel. The plaintiffs objected to this on the gro 

that the whole of the facts were admitted before going into court, no 
evidence was called, and the case was not of sufficient difficulty and import- 
ance to justify the allowance of the costs of the employment of three 
counsel, The case lasted before Warrington, J., only one hour, and in 
the Court of Appeal less than one day. ‘The case is reported in [1907] 1 
Ch. 5. 

Parxer, J.—I have come to the conclusion that the alteration which 
took place in 1902 of the rules relating to taxation—an alteration which 
consisted, at any rate in part, of the introduction of a new rule (ord. 65, 
r. 27, sub-rule 29)—does not alter the practice of the court with reference 
to a review of the taxing-master’s decision on a question such as the 
allowing or disallowing of the fees of three counsel employed in a case. 
It is the duty of the court to come to a conclusion itself upon a 
summons to review the taxing-master’s decision in a matter of this sort as 
to whether or not it is a case in which three counsel ought to be allowed, 
and it is impossible for the court to shelter itself behind the taxing- 
master’s discretion in considering that point. I do not intend to define 
exhaustively the cases in which three counsel ought to be allowed, but 
the general principles applicable to a question of this sort are, I think, 
sufficiently laid down in the cases which have been cited. In the first 
place it is not a usual expense, and the onus lies — the person who 
claims that three counsel ought to be allowed to shew that there is a 
special case for such allowance. Now what ought he to shew in order to 
make out a special case? In the case of Smith v. The Earl of Effingham 
(10 B. 378) we have it that the taxing-masters of that day laid stress on 
three points: (1) The ‘‘importance’’ of the case, (2) the extent of the 
evidence, (3) the time likely to be occupied by the case when it comes on for 
hearing. Another consideration, which was given weight to in the case 
of Pearce v. Lindsay (1 D. F. & J. 573), was an inquiry as to whether it 
was possible or im ble to have justice at a less expense than that 
involved in the employment of three counsel. In Smith v. Buller (L. R. 
19 Eq. 480) it was stated that in considering the matter attention should 
be paid to the nature of the case, the length of the evidence, and the 
subject-matter of the suit. Fry, J., in Kirkwood v. Webster (9 Ch. D. 
239), defines the point at issue to be whether it is essentially n 
for the purposes of justice to employ three counsel, or, in other words, ° 
whether a prudent man would have ventured to come into court without 
three counsel. I think it is of importance to distinguish the question 
whether a prudent man could have ventured to come into court without 
three counsel from the question whether the plaintiff if acting pameey 
would employ three counsel. One is the question of doing the litigation, 
if I may use the expression, as cheaply as a reasonable man can do it, 
because someone else may have to pay the expense, and the other is a 
question what a man utilizing his own money would reasonably be 
expected to do in the particular circumstances of the case. Kekewich, J., 
in London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Co. v. South-Eastern Railway Co. 
(60 L. ‘T. 753) intimates that the importance of the case both to the 
parties and as a commercial matter to the community is to be taken into 
consideration, I think myself that in cases of complication, in cases where 
the evidence is long and where the hearing is likely to last for a considerable 
time, the additional fact that the case isan important one both pecuniarily 
to the parties and commercially to the community may have their weight, 
and [ am not prepared to go even as far as to say that even in a simple 
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the parties and commercial importance to the community—might not 
conceivably be sufficient to justify the employment of three counsel. 
Here we have what I think is really an extremely simple case, although 
involving questions of considerable importance. There was simply a 
question ot law, no doubt an important question, arising out of the 
coustruction of the statutes relating to the defendant company either under 
its special Acts or the general Acts incorporated. I cannot myself see in 
a case of that sort why it was necessary for a prudent person endeavouring 
to get justice, but endeavouring to get justice without any undue expendi- 
ture of money, to employ more than two counsel in the ordinary way. If 
I were to decide that three counsel in a case of this sort might be 
legitimately employed and that the costs of it might be legitimately 
thrown on the losing party, it appears to me that in very many cases 
which are comparatively simple in their nature, which can be decided 
without any great length of time and without any great complicated 
inquiry into documents—in many cases of that nature three counsel 
might be employed merely because the result of the decision might 
be commercially important or important to the community in many 
ways, as, for example, a decision affecting hundreds of thousands 
of workmen under the Workmen’s Compensation Acts. Ido not think 
the decision of the court ought to be so laid down as to include 
cases of that sort. In my opinion in every case in which three 
counsel ought to be allowed there ought to be some special matter of 
complication, and in judging whether the complication arose from the 
length of the documents that had to be examined and the length of time 
the case was likely to last one may consider also the fact that large sums 
of money are involved, or that the case is of commercial importance. The 
mere commercial importance of the case here does not seem to justify 
what the master has done. The only course I can pursue is to send the 
matter back to the taxing-master with the intimation that only the costs of 
two counsel ought to be allowed.—CounseL, Clauson ; Martelli. Sotmrrors, 
Freshfields; C. de J. Andrews. 
Reported by Leonarp T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law, 


BAKE +, FRENCH. Parker, J. 1st and 2nd March. 


Costs—Onrper For Consotipation or Acrions—Ser orr or Costs IN 
InpeveNpeNt Proceepincs—Souicirors’ Lien—lt. 8. C. LXV. UW anv 
27 (21 
27 (21). 

Ord, 65, r. 14, and rule 27 (21) are not applicable to costs incurred in indepen- 
dent proceedings. The court will not construe a consolidation order so as to affect 
the rights of partics under orders which are already madz, a consolidation order 
being intended to control future procedure. 


Motion. Prior to the present motion the following orders had been 
made as between the parties. On the 2list of May, 1906, an order had 
been made in chambers dismissing with costs an application made by the 
plaintiff to vary a judgment, obtained by him in an action brought for 
enforcing certain securities, by including a security omitted by oversight. 
On the 13th of July, 1906, an order had been made dismissing with costs 
a motion to discharge the previous order. On the 4th of February, 1907, an 
order had been made dismissing with costs an application by the defendant 
for a stay of proceedings in a further action instituted by the plaintiff in 
reepect of all the securities. On the 12th of February, 1907, an order had 
been made in chambers giving relief by way of foreclosure, directing 
taxation of the costs of the two actions, and directing consolidation of the 
two actions. The plaintiff alleged that execution was threatened in 
respect of costs to be paid to the defendant under the first two orders, 
and now moved for a stay of execution until the costs payable to the 
plaintiff under the third order should be taxed, and for a direction that 
they should be set off against the taxed costs payable to the defendants as 
aforesaid. 

Pauker, J., said that it appeared that execution under each of the 
orders would be, not in the consolidated actions, but in the action in which 
each order was made. The case of David v. Rees (19004, 2 K. B. 435) 
decided that ord. 65, r. 14 and rule 27 (21) did not apply to costs incurred in 
separate proceedings ; it was only by reason of the order for consolidation 
that the two actions could be treated as not being independent: Barker v. 
Hemming (5 Q. B. D. 609). A consolidation order was intended to affect 
future procedure, and could not be held to alter the rights of parties 
under previous orders. Before the rules came into existence the practice 
was not to allow any set off of costs in independent proceedings except in 
respect of solicitors’ lien for costs. The motion would be dismissed, and 
there would be a direction to set off the costs of the motion against the 
costs under the order of the 12th of February, 1907.—CovunseL, Buckmaster, 
K.C., and Edward Ford; Romer, K.C., and Ward Coldridge. Soxicrrors, 
Cooper § Bake; Fowler & Co. 

[Reported by F. Harpixce Daxstoy, Barrister-at-Law. 


Ite SCHWABACHER (DECEASED). STERN vr. SCHWABACHER. 
Parker, J. 7th March, 

Practice — ADMINISTRATION — INsoLvent Estate— Crrpitor’s Cram — 
ATTENDANCE IN Cuampers—Ricut or Crepitor to ATreND—DIscreTION 
or Jupce—R. 8. C. XVI. 47; LV. 42. 

Ord. 16, r. AT, and ord. 55, r. 42, do not give a creditor, who is not a party to 
the action, a right to attend proceedings in chambers in a creditor’s administration 
action. The judge has a discretion to give a creditor leave to attend such procecd- 
ings, but in the exercise of such discretion will only give him leave to attend on the 
hearing of any particular claim when some reason is shewn, and will not give 
him leave to attend gencrally. 

Adjourned summons. ‘This was an application in the administration by 
the court of the estate of Ernest Schwabacher (deceased), on the part of 
Asher Wertheimer (who was an admitted creditor for £10,000), that he 
might be at liberty to attend the proceedings under the order made in the 


action dated the 12th of March, 1906, at his own expense, and that the 
defendants might be directed to give notice from time to time to the 
applicant or to his solicitors of all proceedings to be taken under the said 
order in reference to claims against the deceased’s estate. The estate 
was insolvent, and there were a very large number of persons claiming 
to be creditors of the deceased, over 100 in all, many claims being 
for a considerable amount. Theapplicant desired to attend the proceedings 
in chambers and dispute such claims as he thought fit. There was no 
suggestion whatever that the proceedings in chainbers were not being 
conducted diligently. It was contended on the applicant’s behalf that 
ord. 16, r. 47, and ord. 55, r. 42, entitled a creditor to attend the proceedings 
with the leave of the judge. Ord. 65, r. 27 (23), deprives an unnecessary 
party of his costs, but the applicant offered to pay any costs incurred by his 
attendance. Daniell’s C. P. vol. 1, 832, states the rule that a creditor may 
come in and contest the claim of any other creditor. A creditor who has 
proved a debt in a bankruptcy has an interest which entitles him to apply 
to the court to expunge the proof of another creditor which has been 
admitted by the trustee: Ex parte Merriman (25 Ch. D. 144). For the 
respondents it was argued that leave given to one creditor would entitle 
other creditors to apply for leave, and this would incumber the proceedings 
in chambers to an impossible extent. Warrington, J., had refused a 
similar application in chambers for this reason. 

Parker, J., in giving judgment, said: The applicant has taken out a 
summons asking that I should, under what is an undoubted discretionary 
power in the judge, give him leave to attend the general proceedings in 
the administration action, and although I do not think any evidence has 
been filed, he puts his claim forward in this way. He says: ‘“‘I am one 
of the largest creditors against the estate, against which the claims amount 
to at least £100,000. The estate itself is not worth more than £40,000 or 
£50,000, and if I can knock out some of these large claims by disputing 
them my dividend will be correspondingly increased.’’ It appears from 
ord, 16, r. 47, that with regard to attendances in court or in chambers 
on claims advertised for against the estate, made by persons who are not 
parties to the action, even the plaintiff creditor has no right to attend. 
The words of the rule are, ‘‘ In any cause or matter for the administration 
of the estate of a deceased person, no party other than the executor or 
administrator shall, unless by leave of the court or a judge, be entitled 
to appear either in court or chambers on the claim of any person 
not a party to the cause or matter against the estate of the deceased 
person in respect of any debt or liability. The court or the judge may 
direct or give liberty to any other party to the cause or matter to appear, 
either in addition to or in the place of the executor or administrator, upon 
such terms as to costs or otherwise as they or he shall think fit.’”” Now 
I am not quite sure whether the last words of this section clearly apply to 
the present applicant, and for this reason, that he is not a party; but, as 
I understand the practice, a creditor as such is never served with notice 
of the administrative judgment. He, of course, comes in under the 
advertisement for claims, but he is never made a party by service of notice 
of judgment, and I think if I give the applicant leave to attend now it 
would not be under that order, but under a general discretion and general 
control which the judge has over an administration action attached to his 
chambers. Ord. 55, r. 42, it would appear, only applies to an application 
by the parties, that is to say, persons who were originally on the record 
as parties to the action, so that a creditor, as such, has no right to attend 
by virtue of this rule. If one falls back upon the general jurisdiction of 
the judge upon a matter in his own chambers, the question is largely a 
matter of convenience. Of course I do not deny that a creditor can, if 
so advised, take proceedings to resist the claim of any other creditor 
which he thinks ought to be contested. If I were to allow a creditor, 
simply because he has a large interest at stake, to attend proceedings in 
an administration action, | think the proceedings in chambers would 
be embarrassed in the greatest possible degree. The applicant says on 
this particular case (and I do not see how he could avoid saying it) that 
he is ready to pay not only his own costs, but the costs of every party 








to the action whose costs are increased —by the amount of such increase— 
by reason of his attendance; but at the same time I must remember this, 
that if I were to make an order in his favour he would to a certain extent 
get a right which even the plaintiff creditor has not got, and that he 
would for a good many purposes supercede, as it were, the plaintiff 
creditor, and as far as I can make out without any reason why such a 
creditor should be superseded. That being so, it seems to me (and I 
know it is in my discretion) that no order ought to be made giving the 
applicant liberty to attend simply because he has a large interest in the 
result of the action. At the same time, I think that on any particular 
claim the present applicant, if he should desire to dispute a claim which 
the executors or the plaintiff creditor, as the case may be, would not 
otherwise dispute, would have a right to come to the court and say: ‘I 
desire to exercise my right of disputing another creditor’s claim on, the 
estate, and I want leave and facilities given for so doing in chambers.” 
That being the case, this application fails.—CovunseL, John Henderson; E. 
Ford (Buckmaster, K.C., with him); @. F. Hart. Soricrrors, Dawes § Son ; 
Beyfus & Beyfus; Lumley § Lumley. 
[Reported by Lzonarp T. Forp, Barrister-at-Law. | 





County Courts. 
MARTIN v. CORPORATION OF BLACKBURN, Blackburn County Court, 
4th March. 


Ricgur or Corvoxation to Fix in Foerratss or Srreets VENTILATING 
Ssarrs Prosecrinag rrom Watt or ApJAcent Buiipine. 


The plaintiff, Mrs, Louisa Martin, on the night of the 21st of July, 1906, 
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was passing along the footpath in Vernon-street, Blackburn, when she slipped 
and fell against a ventilating shaft, which was not affixed to the wall of 
the adjacent house, and extended over four inches into the footpath. The 
pipe was not guarded. Plaintiff sustained injury to her zibs, and claimed 
£50 for alleged negligence of defendants. This amount consisted of £10 
for doctor’s bill, £20 for extra care, assistance and nourishment, and £20 
for pain and suffering. Mr. Radcliffe, for the plaintiff, said the corporation 
had certain statutory powers to put these ventilating shafts in the street, 
but under those powers they were to be so constructed as not to be a source of 
danger to frequenters of the street, by reason of any inequality of surface 
or otherwise. The corporation, having got those powers, were bound to 
protect individuals who used the streets, and if they failed to do this they 
were liable for any accident. Mr. Radcliffe produced a model of the shaft, 
which was situated near a downspout on the wall, the downspout, how- 
ever, being broken at the time of the accident. He contended that it was 
the duty of the corporation to have made a slot in the wall similar to the 
one which carried the downspout, for the ventilating shaft to rest in, 
instead of allowing it to project. The corporation had seen fit to do 
this with a sbaft not 200 yards away from this one, and in other cases. 
After the plaintiff had given evidence, counsel for the corporation sub- 
mitted that no negligence had been shewn against the corporation. The 
ventilator was erected on the footpath by the corporation under the 
authority contained in article 9 of the Blackburn Electric Lightigg Order, 
1890, which is as follows: ‘‘Subject to the provisions of this order and 
the principal Act and any regulations made under this order, the under- 
takers may also from time to time construct in any street such boxes as may 
be neceseary for purposes in connection with the supply of energy, including 
apparatus for the proper ventilation of such boxes.’’ ‘There were 250 of 
these ventilating tubes in Blackburn, and these shafts formed one of the 
two systems by which such boxes were ventilated. They were in use in many 
cities and towns. The corporation, in carrying out their duties under the Act, 
adopted a system which was usual for work of this kind. He agreed that 
if in fulfilling that duty they erected anything that was dangerous they 
would be liable. All the evidence in this case was simply the evidence 
of an accident, and no expert had been called to say that this system was in 
itself a bad system or that the shaft had been erected in a dangerous 
manner, ‘There was nothing to shew that this ventilator was a source of 
danger. It had been there for years without any accident occurring or 
complaint being made. He submitted that there was no case to go to the 
jury. [Judge Hawitron.—I hold that there is evidence to go to the 
jury.] Counsel then addressed the jury. He pointed out that the 
system in vogue at Blackburn was also used at Sheffield, Blackpool, 
Preston, and London. Grids were used at Manchester, but there were 
objections to them. It was no duty of the corporation to carve niches in 
the walls for the ventilators, and the Act did not require them to do so. 
Mr. P. P. Wheelwright, borough electrical engineer, said that in his opinion 
the position of the ventilator was in no way a danger to the public. The 
system in vogue was the best for Blackburn ; and Mr. Stubbs, borough 
engineer, said the pipe had been there two years. Previously he had 
never heard of an accident of this kind. 

His Honour Judge Hans Hamitron, in summing up, put certain 
questions to the jury. How the woman fell, he said, was a 
mystery. It was important for them to remember that there 
had previously been no accidents or complaints about these shafts, 
but the question of cost in respect to changing systems had nothing 
whatever to do with the case, even if it amounted to a million pounds. 
He asked them to consider what the corporation could have done 
more than they had done. ‘There was strong evidence they had done 
everything that a reasonable person might be expected to do. On the 
other hand, they might, if they had been so advised, have had a hole cut 
in the coursing by paying for a way-leave, so as to get away from any 
danger of projection. ‘They might also have had the shaft five or six feet 
high, as in some other towns. If it had been that height, plaintiff would 
not have fallen on the top of it. So there were other courses of making it 
safer. But the question was, Were they bound to do that if under special 
advice—the special advice of their engineer—they had done everything that 
in reason they ought to have done?’ If he were to talk for an hour he 
could not put it plainer than this. Have the corporation done everything 
a reasonable person ought to have done in this case, under advice? If 
they thought they had put up the pipe negligently as against a person 
using the highway, then of course they would find a verdict to that effect. 

The jury retired to consider the matter, and on returning said their 
answer to each of the three questions was ‘‘ Yes.’’ The first question was : 
* Did plaintiff come by her injuries by falling against the ventilating 
shaft ?’’ and the second read, ‘‘ Was the ventilating pipe constructed and 
maintained so as not to he a source of danger to the plaintiff as one of the 
public using that highway?’ The third referred to damages. 

His Hlonour thereupon gave judgment for the corporation.—CovnsrL, 
1. I’. Byrne, for defendants. Soxricrroxs, Radeliffes § Higginson ; The Town 
Clerk, 








Lord Justice Kennedy has been absent from the Appeal Court for some 
days in consequence of illness in his family. 

In Court of Appeal No, 2, on Monday, the Lord Chief Justice said he 
was sorry to say that owing to the illness of Lord Justice Farwell, and to 
the fact that Lord Justice Kennedy had been called away from London, 
the court were placed in a position of some difficulty. ‘There were only 
two judges available for that division of the court; but he understood 
that the parties were willing to continue the hearing of the part-heard 
case before two judges. If the parties in any of the other cases were 
willing—he wished, however, to put no pressure upon them—to have them 
heard before two judges, it would greatly convenience the court if they 
would hand in or send the names of the cases to the registrar. 





Societies. 
Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law 
Society. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee: a 

Members.—The society now numbers 18! members. Eight barristers 
subscribe to the library. 

Presentation to Sir Horatio Lloyd.—The treasurer has received the-sum of 
£109 4s., subscribed by 115 members. Sir Horatio has kindly promised to 
be the guest of the society at the annual dinner, and advantage will be 
taken of this opportunity to make the presentation. 

Defence of Members in Frivolous and Vexatious Cases.— Your committee have 
carefully considered the resolution passed at the last annual meeting, and 
after communicating with the Law Society, and eliciting informal opinions 
at a meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, they can only 
recommend that each case should be dealt with on its merits as it arises, 
In a proper case the committee consider that every member should receive 
such financial or other assistance from the society as the committee think 
fit ; and this is one of the reasons why a considerable reserve fund should 
be maintained. 

Solicitors’ Accountancy.—The following recommendations, suggested by a 
special committee of the Council of the Law Society, received the attention 
of your committee : (1) It is the duty of every solicitor to keep full and 
accurate accounts, which should be frequently balanced and periodically 
audited. 2) Moneys entrusted to or received by a solicitor on behalf of 
clients should always be kept separate from his own moneys, and for this 
purpose separate banking accounts are strongly recommended. (3) Clients’ 
money should not remain in a solicitor’s hands for a longer period than is 
necessary. (4) Trust funds, whether the solicitor is a trustee or acts for 
trustees, should always be kept separate from the solicitor’s own moneys, 
and generally in a separate banking account in the names of the trustees, 
(5) It is very desirable that trust accounts should be periodically audited, 
and solicitors are recommended to insert in documents creating trusts 
power to carry out the suggestion at the expense of the trust estate. And 
the Council were informed of the opinion of your committee as follows : 
(1) Agreed to, except as to audit. (2) Agreed that this is generally 
desirable. (3) Agreed to. (4) Agreed to. (5) Desirable in case of large 
trusts. Your committee have recently considered a requisition for the 
appointment of a committee of the Law Society to take into consideration : 
(a) The methods in which a solicitor should keep the accounts of bimseif 
and his clients and the audit thereof; (b) the keeping and audit of trust 
accounts; (ce) the conduct of professional business ; (¢) the formation of a 
guarantee fund, and as to the mode of enforcing such rules and regula- 
tions; and they decided to inform those members of our cociety who are 
also members of the Law Society that, in their opinion, the matters should 
be left in the hands of the Council of the Law Society. 

-revention of C.rruption Act, 1906.—In view of the uncertainty prevailing 
at the end of last year as to the effect of this Act upon the practice of 
country solicitors in rendering their bills of costs and taking commissions 
upon fire insurance premiums, &c., your committee communicated with 
the Law Society, and, subsequently, forwarded to each member of our 
society a copy of a letter from the secretary of the Law Society upon the 
subject. The letter is as follows : 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
13th November, 1906, 
Prevention of Corruption Act. 

Dear Sir,—I have received your letter of the 12th instant with the 
inclosed copy resolution of your committee. 

The questions referred to in the resolution have been under the considera- 
tion of our Council. It does not appear to them that any difliculty can 
arise unless the solicitor treats the London agent's bill as a disbursement, 
which according to Tomeroy’s case (1897, 1 Ch. 284) is not the right way 
of dealing with it. The correct course there pointed out is to incorporate 
the agent’s items in the bill, as if they wers items of work done Py the 
solicitor himself. In no case, in the opinion of the Council, should the 
agent’s bill be referred to as a payment or disbursement; but, if the 
agent’s charges are rendered in full asa separate item, and not incorporated 
in the bill, then a reference must be made to the fact that such charges 
are subject to an agency allowance, 

Whether the receipt by a solicitor, without the knowledge of his client, 
of commission from an insurance company in respect of policies effected 
for his client, would in any Png sar ogy case be held by a jury to be within 
the Act must depend upon facts of such case; but the Council have 
long been of opinion that the receipt of insurance commission by solicitors 
cannot be deemed to be so ized as a custom as to free them from the 
obligation of bringing to the client’s notice the fact that the commission is 
allowed. This opinion extends to the sharing of brokers’ commission. 
The Council are of opinion that if such a disclosure is made to the client 
no difficulty can arise under the Act.—Yours faithfully, 

E, W. Wiwitamson, Secretary, 

R. Farmer, Esq., Hon. Secretary, 

Chester and North Wales Incorporated Law Society, Chester. 

Endorsements on Deeds.—The committee of the Manchester Law Associa- 
tion having had their attention called to serious frauds which have been 
committed where portions of properties have been sold or rents created 
without any endorsement on the principal title deed retained by the 
vendor, strongly urge the desirability, wherever possible, of endorsing 
memoranda on title deeds retained by the vendor, so as to render subse- 
quent frauds impracticable. The subject presents many difficulties, and 
the committee consider it well worthy of discussion at the annual 


meeting. 
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Selden Society. 


The annual meeting of the Selden Society will be held on Wednesday, 
the 20th inst., at the Council Room, Lincoln’s-inn Hall, at 4.30 p.m. The 
Right Hon. Lord Alveratone will preside. 

he following is the annual report of the council : 

1. Notwithstanding losses by death and resignation, the number of 
members slightly increases, and in 1906 reached 332. 

2. Volume XXI., for 1906, was the second volume of the Borough 
Customs, edited by the late Miss Mary Bateson, and issued in August 
last. This volum completes the masterly digest of Borough Customs 
begun in Volume XVIII. by the same editor. The introduction contains 
an analysis of the primitive law embodied in the Borough Custumals, 
traces their sources both in procedure and substantive law, and compares 
them with the development of the common law. The whole work is a 
most valuable contribution to the history of English law upon lines not 
hitherto attempted, and will form a lasting memorial to the learning and 
industry of the editor, whose early death in the month of December 
last the council most deeply deplore. In the same month of December 
the society suffered an irreparable loss by the death of Professor 
Maitland, their literary director, a loss which will long be felt and 
regretted wherever the history of English law and institutions is studied. 
The council desire to record their high appreciation of the inestimable 
services rendered by him in the work of this society, and their sense 
of the deplorable loss to historical and legal learning caused by his 
death. From the first foundation of the society in the year 1887 
down to the present time he was the leading spirit of its effective 
work, the actual editor of eight out of the twenty-one published 
volumes, and the guide and friend of other editors, both in the choice of 
subjects and in the supervision of their labours. His edition of the 
Year Books of Edward II, long ccntemplated, and commenced in 
1903, is by common consent a masterpiece of brilliant and accomplished 
work—the more valuable now for the foresight shown in the introductions 
to the first and third volumes, which render available for his successors 
the materials and methods of Lis work. The council trust that they will 
be able to carry on and complete this great undertaking under the editor- 
ship of Mr. G. J. Turner. It isa matter of relief and sa'isfaction under 
the circumstances that, notwithstanding serious illness, Professor Maitland 
had sent to the press before his death the whole of the text and translation 
of the next volume of the Year Books, the publication contemplated for 
this year. Mr. Turner has undertaken to revise and complete this volume ; 
and it is anticipated that it will be ready for issue in the autumn. The 
council have postponed the consideration of the appointment of a new 
literary director, and have appointed a committee to consider the best 
means of continuing the Year Book series. 

3. The volume for 1907 will accordingly be Volumes IV. of the Year 
Books of Edward II., edited by the late Professor Maitland and Mr. 
Turner. Provisional arrangements (subject to contingencies) have been 
made for the following publications in subsequent years: 1908, Select 
Proceedings in the Star Chamber. Vol. II.; 1909, Year Books of 
Edward II., Vol. V.; 1910, The Law Merchant; and, in succession 
in later years, other volumes of the Year Books and volumes on Select 
Charters of Trading Companies and The Old County Court. 

4. The period of Lord Alverstone’s office as president has expired. The 
council have nominated in his place the Right Hon. Sir Robert Romer, who 
has kindly consented to accept the office. The council desire to record 
their gratitude to Lord Alverstone for his services as president during the 
last three years. 

5. Under the rules the following members of the council retire by 
rotation—namely, Mr. Attlee, Mr. Chadwyck Healey, Sir John Gray Hill, 
Mr. Justice Joyce, and Sir Alfred Wills. The council have renominated 
all of these, and they are willing to serve again. No nomination has been 
received under rule 7 (a). 

6. An abstract of the accounts, with the report of the auditors, is 
annexed 


United Law Society. 

March 4.—Mr. N. Tebbutt in the chair.—Mr. Thomas Hynes opened, 
and Mr. Clement H. Gurney opposed, the following resolution: ‘‘ That 
this House approves of legislative restriction of the hours of labour for 
miners and kindred trades to eight hours.’’ The resolution was negatived 
by nine votes. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Law Society's 
Hall, on Thursday, the 7th inst., Mr. Mark Waters in the chair. The 
other directors present were Mr. C. Burt, Mr. S. J. Daw, Mr. T. H. 
Gardiner, Mr. H. C, Nisbet, Mr. R. H, Peacock, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, 
and the secretary (Mr. E. E. Barron). A sum of £35 was voted in grants 
of relief, four new life members and ten new annual subscribers were 
elected, and other general business transacted. 





Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Society's Hall, Chancery-laae, London, on the 13th 
inst., Mr. J. Roger B. Gregory in the chair, the other directors present 
being Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), Alfred Davenport, Walter Dowson, 
R. Ellett (Cirencester), H. Fulton (Salisbury), Charles Goddard, C. G. 
May, R. Pennington, J.P., W. A. Sharp2, John Shelly (Plymouth), and 








J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £365 was distributed in grants of relief, 
and other cy usiness transacted. The forty-seventh anniversary 
festival will take place at the Whitehall Rooms, Hétel Métropole, on 
Thursday, the 27th of June, when the chair will be taken by Mr, 
R. W. Cooper (Newcastle-on-Tyne). 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srvpents’ Denatine Socrery.—March 12.—Chairman, Mr. G. C. 
Blagden.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That this society is of opinion 
that the problem of ‘Sweating’ may be most hopefully attacked through 
the operation of Wages Boards, which would be empowered to declare a 
minimum wage for the workers in particular trades.’”” Mr. James J. 
Mallon (secretary of the National Anti-Sweating League) opened in the 
affirmative; Mr. P. B. Henderson opened in the negative. The following 
members also spoke: Messrs. Cornock, Salisbury, Neville Tebbutt, 
Melville, and Harston. The motion was carried by eight votes. 








Companies. 


British Law Fire Insurance Co. 


The ordinary general meeting was held on the 8th inst. at the Cannon- 
street Hotel. Mr. Witit1am Maries, who presided, said that he was 
ge to be able to present such a favourable balance-sheet. The board 

ad decided to undertake insurance against employer's liability for 
domestic servants, clerks, shop and warehouse assistants, and also 
burglary insurance. This new class of business had not been embarked 
upon without very careful consideration. It was felt that, if they did not 
take this course, they might lose a good deal of their fire insurance, 
because insurers generally liked to do all transactions of this kind at one 
office. The accident business would only be conducted on limited lines, 
but even then there seemed every prospect of a substantial addition bein 
made to their premium income. All hazardous risks would be refused, 
such as those of emloyés in mines, factories, workshops, ships, and the like. 


The other large fire insurance offices were also undertaking this new class » 


of insurance. So far, this company had obtained a considerable volume of 
accident business, and in July, when the new Workmen’s Compensation 
Act came into operation, there would no doubt be a still further increase. 
There had been persistent rumours that their business was about to be sold 
to a larger company. ‘T'o any such statement he gave the most unqualified 
denial. The board had no intention of selling the undertaking, or of 
amalgamating it with any other. Overtures had been made to them, 
certainly by three, if not more, large companies, but to all of them the 
directors had replied that if the business was sufficiently good 
for them to acquire, it was good enough for the present proprietors 
to hold. The losses for 1906 amounted to £34,710, which shewed 
an increase as compared with the corresponding figures for 1905 
when, however, the sum paid in losses was exc2ptionally low. They had 
now returned substantially to the loss ratio of 1902 and 1903, and, so 
long as it remained at about 39°3 per cent., as it was for the past year, 
there would be an ample balance available for dividends and other pur- 
poses. Out of the disposable balance of £27,589, it was proposed to add 
£6,000 to the reserve, raising it to £94,000 ; to transfer to a separate fund, 
to be called the ‘‘ employers’ liability account,’ £2,387; and to pay a 
dividend at the rate of 8 per cent. per anuum and a bonus of 2 per cent. 
both tax free, leaving £9,201 to be carried forward. By the death of Lord 
Davey they had lost one of their trustees, who had always shewn a kindly 
interest in the company’s affairs. In conclusion, he moved the adoption 
of the report, which was seconded by Mr. M. F. Monrer-Wrttiams, and 
agreed to unanimously. 


Equity and Law Life Assurance Society. 


The sixtieth annual meeting of this society was held on Monday, at the 
head office, 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Mr. Cec Henry Russexi (chairman) 
presiding 

Mr. W. P. Puetrs (actuary and secretary) having read the notice 
convening the meeting, 

The Cuarrman, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts, said 
the report was, he thought they would say, satisfactory, although it was 
not a big insurance year. ‘There was one paragraph in it which he was 
quite certain had been read by all who were interested in the affairs of 
the society with very great regret—that in which the directors announced 
the loss they had sustained in the deaths of Mr. Frederick Peake, their 
late deputy-chairman, and Dr. Symes Thompson, their principal medical 
officer. Mr. Peake was a member of the board for more than forty years 
and not only did he bring to their service his wide experience an 
his calm and sound judgment, but through himself and the firm of 
which he was a member he brought them a vast quantity of most valuable 
business, of which a very substantial amount, running into very 
large figures, was still on the books. They regretted his loss very 
greatly, but at the same time it was hardly unexpected, seeing that he was 


well ever eighty years of age. In the case of Dr. Symes Thompson it was . 


uite different. No one who parted with him as he Tthe chairman) did in 
Saly could have believed that in a few days he would have been struck 
down by the illness which in the end proved fatal. The greatest testi- 
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mony to his value from the point of view of those interested in that society 
was to be found in the statement which had been made from that chair so 
often, that the mortality had been below the ex tion and its 
incidence favourable. They deeply regretted his death, but — 
had been fortunate in securing as his successor Dr. Frank Wethered, 
who for ten years had acted as Dr. Symes Thompson’s deputy in the 
service of the office. The new business last year been satisfactory. 
The gross sums assured amounted to nearly £693,000 and the net business 
to £537,000. That gave them about £156,000 to re-assure, and of course 
it was of great importance to an office to be able to give re-assurance 
business to other companies, because in due time they paid their debt 
by returning the compliment. The net new premiums had been rather 
more than £19,900. ‘The average of the policies was very satisfactory ; it 
was now £1,278, which was slightly higher than last year. As to the 
sources of the new business, if they excluded re-assurances received from 
other offices, he found that from the legal profession they got about 60 per 
cent. and from non-legal agents about 40 percent. The profit on reversions 
had been nearly £19,000. As to the business that had gone off their 
books, that came under the head of claims, lapses, surrenders and void 
policies, by which latter he meant policies to meet a contingency which 
did not happen —as, for instance, one life dying before the other—where 
the term ran out, the life survived, and consequently the policy auto- 
matically ceased. The mortality had been greater than last year, but 
they must remember that 1905 was an astonishing year. The mortality 
then was £95,000 less than the expectation. This year the difference was 
considerably less than that, but still the mortality was well within the 
expectation, and the incidence of the claims had been favourable. They 
had paid in claims on 146 policies £316,000 roughly—£280,000 by death 
and rather more than £36,000 by endowment. They had received by way 
of re-assurances, in respect of that £316,000, £24,623, and consequently 
what they had paid out of their own pocket amounted to nearly £292,000. 
The sum they had paid for surrenders and cash bonus was moderate 
—nearly £17,000—and the ratio of lapses, surrenders, and void 
policies to the total amount of the insurances was small — 
only 2°7 joy cent. The expense ratio, including commission, had 
been only 10 86 per cent. That was a figure on which they justly prided 
themselves. The rate of interest which they had received on their invested 
funds, excluding reversions, was £4 Os. 6d.; and as it was £3 19s. 6d. last 
year, there was an improvement. The Stock Exc securities stood 
at the same valuation at which they were taken at the end of the last 
quinquennium. The general position of the society was as follows: The 
total assurances at the end of the year amounted to nearly £11,250,000 gross. 
Of that a certain amount had been re-assured, and there remained at risk 
about £9,500,000 in round figures. The annual premium income was 4 
fraction over £318,000, and their income from investments about £142,500. 
He thought that the society was in a very good and sound position and 
that its business was going on steadily. 

Mr. J. C. Devereit seconded the motion, and it was carried unanimously. 

Mr, E. Cockram proposed the re-election of the retiring directors—Mr. 
E. Moberly, Mr. R. 8. ‘Taylor, and the Hon. Charles Russell. 

Mr, Putte G. Cottrns seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

The Cuarrman said the next business was to elect three directors to fill 
vacancies on the board, which would bring the directorate up to its full 
number. There were only three gentlemen qualified to fill those vacancies : 
Mr. Mark Romer, Mr. Philip G. Collins, of the firm of Messrs. Peake & Co., 
and Mr. Richard Lake Harrision, ofthe firm of Messrs. Waterhouse & Co. 

The names were then submitted and their election was agreed to 
unanimously. 

The Cnarrman proposed a cordial vote of thanks to the actuary and 
secretary, the solicitor, the medical officers, the staff, and the inspectors 
and agents. He remarked that the proprietors were admirably served by 
Mr. Phelps, who, after being many years in the office, had succeeded to the 
premier position. His assistants were most active and energetic. Their 
— and agents were most zealous in bringing them in new business, 
and in that connection he would like to refer to the services of their chief 
inspector, Mr. Macniven. 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Mr. J. Freestone proposed a vote of thanks to the chairman for 
presiding. 


Mr. Kewarp Batt seconded the resolution, and, the Cuarrman having | PUFPO 


briefly thanked the meeting, the proceedings terminated. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Atrrep E. Grover, of the firm of Daniell & Glover, solicitors, of 20, 
Great Wiuchester-street, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to 
Examine Witnesses in all suits pending in the Supreme Court of the Colony 
of the Cape of Good Hope, and to Take Affidavits for use in the said 
Colony. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Wruum Hersert Facon and Hersert Oreassey, solicitors (Facon & 
Creassey), Nottingham. Dec. 31. [ Gazette, March 8, 
Warsox Dyer and Henry Watrer Rypon, solicitors (Watson Dyer & 
Rydon), 2, Whittington-avenue, Leadenhall-street, London. March 7. 
[ Gazette, March 12. 


General. 


Lord Justice Farwell is stated to be suffering from the effects of a fall, 
and is forbidden by his doctors to return to work until after the Easter 
vacation. Mr. Justice Warrington is also suffering from an accident, and 
will not sit for some days. ~ 


It is announced that the Lord Chief Justice will be the presiding judge 
at the March sessions at the Central Criminal Court, which begin on 
Monday next, when the new courts and buildings will be used for the first 
time, and he will attend there to begin the trial of prisoners in the judge’s 
list on Tuesday morning. 


The London Gazette of the 8%h inst. announces that the King has been 
pleased by letters patent under the Great Seal, bearing date the 6th of March, 
1907, to appoint the Right Hon. Sir Richard Henn Collins, Knight, Master 
of the Rolls, to be a Lord of Appeal in Ordinary under the provisions of the 
Appellate Jurisdiction Acts, and to grant to him the dignity of a Baron 
for life, by the style and title of Baron Collins of Kensington in the 
County of London. 


The thirtieth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Committee 
was held on the 6th inst., at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. Ernest 
J. Schuster, a member of the English bar and Doctor of Laws of the 
University of Munich, who favoured the committee with information as to 
the bankruptcy ordinances in force in the German Empire, and with his 
views as to adopting portions of them in the English system, particularly 
with respect to the punishment of commercial misconduct by debtors. 


Although it caused inconvenience, it was right and proper, says the 
Evening Standard, for a juryman to announce to the court that he had 
overheard a conversation between two witnesses in a case which was heard 
last week. The judge felt it necessary to dismiss the jury and have 
another empanelled. The delay of the retrial was vexatious to counsel, 
but the effect must have been to heighten the favour of latterly discredited 
trial by jury. A curious point had to be decided by a Lancashire jury 
some years ago. They had had before them a case in which local fi 
ran high. It was one of a disputed will. A prodigal eldest son, who 
reformed too late to regain favour, had been left ess by his father, 
the estate going to other members of the family. To prove undue influence 
was a matter of extreme difficulty, but, thanks to the model yg of 
the jury, this was done, and the penitent came again to his own. Then 
he invited all the jury to his home. They met and decided they could not 
honourably accept. He had the notes of the trial printed and handsomely 
bound, and sent a copy to each juryman. 


On Monday last the new law courts at Cardiff were used by the assize 
judges for the first time. Mr. Justice Jelf said he was greatly struck with 
the handsome character of the buildings, with the space and convenience 
which were observable in all the arrangements, and with the ample accom- 
modation, which was provided without stint, so far as he could u + 
for the bench, the bar, solicitors, and suitors. Altogether he thought 
those courts were worthy of the great city in which they had been erected. 
Mr. Justice Bray, in the Crown court, said they were all proud of the way in 
which justice was administered in this country, whether by judges, recorders, 
or magistrates, and he thought the building in which they had to administer 
the law should be one of which they were proud also, He went on to say 
that he wished the Government of this country had been az generous as 
this city, not in the matter of buildings, but in the matter of appointing 
judges. They were sadly in need of additional judges in the King’s 


Bench Division. The arrears of work were much than they should 
be, a in the Court of Appeal. Those tleman who lived in 
Cardiff, Manchester, and Liverpool undoubtedly greater facilities for 


having their cases tried than those who resided in London. In his 
opinion, two additional judges were needed, for their forces had not been 
materially increased for the last twenty or twenty-five years. 


The fifty-fourth annual report of the Charity Commissioners, says the 
Parliamentary correspondent of the Times, shews that, on the average of 
the four years since the jurisdiction over educational charities was trans- 
ferred to the Board of Education, the charities for other than educational 
ses remaining under the commissioners’ jurisdiction have been 
reinforced by the remarkable number of, in round figures, 1,150 new 
charities, of a cash value largely exceeding 24 millions sterling, producing 
a yearly income of some £85,000. This, it is submitted, does not bear out 
the allegation which has not infrequently been made in the pa>t, although 
it is less frequently heard now, that the effect of the commissioners’ 
action in es and reforming charities has been to stop the flow of 
charitable endowments. On the contrary, there is, the a says, every 
reason to believe that never has the tide of charity flowed with such and 
volume as now At the present rate of creation, in forty years the 
number and the value of charities would be about double. Of the objects 
to which the new charities are applicable, what may be called medical 
charities predominate. Hospitals alone account for close on three- 
quarters of a million of money ; while a considerable proportion of the 
miscellaneous charities are applicable for nurses, nursing homes, dis- 
pensaries, and the like. In spite of all that ex have said or written 
against doles, relief of the in money or kind takes the next place 
with a gross sum of £213,000; while almshouses and pensions amount to 
£186,000. Endowments for religious purposes come to £172,000. 


In charging the d j at Stafford, Mr. Justice Walton referred, 
says the TZimes, to the finales now rife as to the establishment of a 
Court of Criminal Ap and stated that there was a certain amount of 
misconception as to the existing state of affairs. There has been since 








1848 a Court of Criminal Appeal in the shape of the Court for the Con- 
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sideration of Crown Cases Reserved. But the right of appeal to this 
court was not absolute, in that it was necessary to obtain the leave of the 
judge who tried the case. It was generally agreed that there should be a 
right of appeal in all cases on a question of law; but this was a much 
greater step than people imagined. Judges were not infallible, and, 
having to decide any question of law which might arise at the moment, it 
was always possible that there might bea mistake. In every civil case 
there was a right of appeal, and there should be the same right on a 
question of law for the benefit of convicted persons. Turning to the 
question of appeal upon questions of fact, his lordship said that much 
greater difficulties arose. Of course, if there were a conviction in a case 
in which there was no evidence upon which a person should be convicted, 
there was an appeal to the Court of Crown Cases Reserved. But there 
might be cases in which there was some scintilla of evidence, and the case 
would go to a jury, but their verdict might be one which no reasonable 
jury could find. It seemed to him that in sych cases (which are very 
uncommon) there ought to be a court to which an appeal could be made. 
Again, in cases where, upon further inquiry, it appeared that more 
evidence ought to have been put before the jury, where, for example, 
such evidence had not been discovered or its importance not appreciated 
at the time of the trial, every one would agree that there should be a new 
trial, in which such evidence could be considered. There might be cases 
in which a new trial would not be possible owing to the disappearance of 
witnesses or for other reascns, and there it would be a matter for the 
exercise of the Royal prerogative. His lordship thought there should be 
a more extended right of appeal on the lines he had indicated, and that 
this would bring about an improvement in the administration of the 
criminal law. A system, however, under which the re-trial of criminal 
cases became common and frequent would lead to very serious and far- 
reaching mischief. 








Ixrormation.—Will the Firm of Solicitors who some years ago com- 
municated with a Retired Naval Officer concerning certain Moneys which 
he could claim, but which he neglected to do, please communicate with 
the undersigned, who are acting for certain of the next-of-kin ?—Crcii 
J. Rawutnson & Son, Solicitors, 47, New Broad-street, London, E.C. 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Rearstrars in ATTENDANCE ON 








Date Emerarncy <Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
5 Rota, Yo. 2 KekEwIcn. Joycer. 
Monday, March ......18 Mr. Borrer Mr. Carrington Mr. Bloxam Mr.Theed 
Tuesday ....... 19 Bloxam Pemberton Borrer} Goldschmidt 
Wednesday . +«.20 Goldschmidt Carrington Bloxam Theed 
Thursday .... -- 21 Theed Pemberton Borrer Goldschmidt 
Friday ....... Greswell Carrington Bloxam Theed 
Saturday ........0000.. 23 Leach Pemberton 3orrer Goldschmidt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date Swinrey Eapy. Warrineron. NEVILLE. PARKER. 
Monday, March 18 Mr. Leach Mr. Farmer Mr. King Mr. Pemberton 
EINE sceseceses +19 Greswell Beal Church Carrington 
Wednesday .» 20 Leach Farmer King Beal 
Thursday .... « 21 Greswell Beal Church Farmer 
Friday....... ait Leach Farmer King Church 
Baturday ..rcccsccceeeres 23 Greswell Beal Church King 








° ° ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaszette.—Fripay, March 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liamitep 1v CHANCERY. 

Airey & Brackeurs, Linrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 27, to send 
their names and addresses. and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Watson 
Miller, The Common, Rastrick, Brighouse. Richardson, Brighouse, solor for liquidator 

City or Braaproxy Borruixc Co, Lisrrrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 9, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr 
Alfred Stockda'e Hooper, 7, 8, and 9, Old Bank chmbrs, Bradford. Freeman, Bradford, 
solor for liquidator 

Essex Puen: Hovse Trust, Lintrep—Creditors are required, on or before March 25, to 
gend their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alexander 
F Part, Radlett, Herts, liquidator seat 

Lonpow Cosmupouitas Ciurn Sysxpicate, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 
6, directed to be heard March 19. Slark & Co, Southampton st, Strand, solors for 
petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of March 18 

Pranotist Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presen‘e1 March 1, directed to be heard 
March 19. Rodgers, Old Serjeants’ inn, Chancery In, solor. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not ater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 18 

Burrowners’ anp Mercuants’ Acrncy, Limirep - Creditors are required, on or before 
April 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William Hastings Bagshaw, 8t Michael’s House, Cornhill. Williams, Gracechurch st, solor 

Stuves Bros. & Jouxn Curw (Loyxaroy), Lrurep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 
26, dirested to be beard at the Town Hail, Stoke upon Trent, on March 20, at 11. 
Hawley & Jackson, Longton, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 19 


London Gazette.—Tvuespay, March 12, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep 1n CHANCERY. 

First Moorcatr Starer Frernorp Layp Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before April 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Joseph Henry Parry, 63, Marylani rd, Bowes Park, liquidator 

Frencu Soutn Aenean Devetorment Co, Liwrrap—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 26, to send their names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Mr Tom Priest, 32, Old Jewry. Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av, solors for liquidator 

Hate’s Toves or tur Worto, Limirep (7x Liqguipation)— Creditors are required, on or 
before April 13, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Lacey Downes, 11, Ironmonger In, liquidator 

Huserr May & Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 13, to send their 
names and addresses, with partienlars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Taylor, 23, 


Marset Brotuers & Co, Linirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 7, directed to b 
heard March 26. Templer & Co, 31, Lombard st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 25 
Nixon Parent Packixa Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Ros Sharp, 30 Browa +t, Manchester, Banks & Mactie, Manchester, solors for liquidator 
Patatine Herc Co, Linirep —Creditors are required, on or before March 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Todd, 3, 
Winckley sq, Preston, liquidator 
Paimaose Sreamsmiy Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Richard Hughes, 
17, James st, Liverpool, liquidator 
Santa Isanet Go_p Mings, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Bowes Scott, 28, Queen st. Johnson & Co, King’s Bench walk, solors for liquidator 
Vutcany Moron Mayouractrorinc anp Eyainernina C>, Liwirep—Creditors of the 
company, which is being voluntarily wound up for the purpose of selling its business and 
assets to Vulcin Motor and Engineering Co (19°6) Limited, are required, on or before 
April 30, to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Frederic 8iddall Marsh and Thomas Hampson, Hawesside st, Southport, liquidator 
Wairrasre Hatt & Co, Limireo—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
Greenha'gh, 20, Acresfield, Bolton. Thorp, Bury, solor for liquidator 


Death. 


Payyr.—At 91, Loughborough-park, Brixton, on the 10th of March, Joseph Payne, ia his 
7ith year, for upwards of 60 years the faithful clerk of F. Wickings Smith & Son, of 
23, Lincola’s-inn-fields, and their predecessors. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
Lond m Gazette—¥ripay, Feb. 22, 
Apsitt, Sipoxrr Marie Maruitpe, Wellington rd, Hounslow March 22 Brooks & Co, 
Godliman st 
Bai.y, Tuomas, Bridgerule, Devon, Yeoman April6 Peter, Holsworthy, Devon 
BAMBRIDGE, Grorct Henry, Hassocks, Sussex March 3) Howlett & Clarke, Brighton 
Bewiis, Evizanetu, Penyffordd, Mold, Flint March 25 Chamberlain & Johnson, 
Llandudno 
Buayxp, Joux, Hulme, Manchester, Marine Store Dealer April 5 Addleshaw & Co 
Manchester 
Bo.tox, Wit.1am, Hyde, Chester March 20 Howard, Dukinfield 
Boorn, THomas Apams, Llandudno March 25 Chamberlain & Johnson, Llandudno 
Bowpen, Joun Wiuu1am, Disley, Chester, Butcher March 25 Lynde & Branthwaite, 
Manchester 
CoLe-Wenp, Rev Cuartes Henry, Holyhead March 12 Underhill & Thorneycroft, 
Wolverhampton 
Connor, Witt1am, Crawerook, Durham April4 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Cravpock, Evizasetu, Oxford March 25 Walsh & Walton, Oxford 
Davison, Evizaseru, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Coal Dealer March 23 Allanson & Co, 
Carnarvon 
Dent, Epcar Jous, Chelsea March 2) Finch & Jennings, Gray’s inn sq 
Dvuctos, Victor Atraxp, Hallam s March 3) Sewell & Maugham, Faubourg Saint 
Honore, Paris 
Eccves, Exizazera, Stockton on Tce March 30 Farmer, Stockton on Tees 
Freeman, WittiAM Ropert, Hill st, Brompton March 10 Haslip, Martin's In 
Frota, Joao Evanaxuista pa, Ceara, Brazil March $1 Blyth & Co, Gresham House, 
Old Broad st 
Gait, Fraxk Joseru, Surbiton, Grocer April5 Worrell & Son, Coleman st 
GREENWOOD, Evizagetu Racuer, Norwich March 25 Keith, Norwich 
Greeson, Evizasetu, Lancaster March12 Clark & Co, Lancaster 
Gwitiim, Davip Pesgaerixe, Southampton April1l Harfield & Son, Southampton 
Jackson, Georar Ricsarp, Hawarden, Flint March 19 Bartley & Co, Liverpool 
Jamieson, Ma: carer Apa, Hampstead March 31 Tucker, Leadenhall st 
Jerson, Joun, Sutton in Ashfield, Nottingham, Lace Maker March 7 Whitworth, 
Nottingham 
Jounson, Ropert Georar, Rue de Sontay, Paris March 30 Sewell & Maugham, 
Faubourg Saint Honoré, Paris 
Hawittron, Lovisa Harriet Exvizaseru, Goodmayes, Essex March 30 Rooke & Sons, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hancooks, Exiza, Ketley Bank, nr Oakengates,Salop March 25 Knowles & Littlewood, 
Wellington, Salop 
Hastock, Rev Freperick, Grays Thurrock, Essex Aprilé Hatten & Asplin, Grays 
Hastinas, Most Hon Frorence Cacriia Marchioness of, Atherstone, Warwick March 
26 Becher, Bedford row 
Hemstey, Hannan Mary Mectors, Scarborough March 25 Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 
Heusiey, Hevry, Harlaxton Lodge, Lincs March25 Varr & Butlin, Nottingham 
Hors, Freorric, Lampton, Hounslow May1 Greville-3mith, Clement’s inn 
Ho.tanp, Perer, Newcastle upon Tyne, Furniture Dealer April 4 Brown & Son, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Howarp, Wituam, Statford Dairy, nr Dorchester, Dairyman March 25 Lock & Co, 
7 Dorchester 
Keyuer, Arruur, Sale, Chester March 31 Markland & Whitehead, Manchester 
Maker, Wii.iam, Bilton, Warwick, Grocer March 22 Wratislaw & Thompson, Rugby 
Mar.ow, Resecca, New Barnet, Herts May 1 Biden, Bucklersbury 
Marruews, Tuomas Rivers, Cambridge March 20 Foster, Cambridge 
Mizsvrn, Taomas Cunicwex, Grand av, Muswell hill April 8 Crook & Co, Bird in 
Hand ct, Cheapside 
Mircng.t, Apa, Blackpool March 1 Kay, Blackpool 
Moreay, Groner, Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon March 23 Nield, Liverpool 
Mokreevi, Hopewert James Suvitpam, Moulsford Manor, Berks April 2 Guedalla & 
Cross, Old Broad st 
Mucxtow, Epwarp, Cartmell, Lancs Aprilé Peter, Holsworthy, Devon 
Nevexr., Wittuam, Goldsmith’s row, ckney March 11 Griffith & Gardiner Old 
Serjeants’ inn, Chancery In 
Nort, Mary, Denbigh March 30 Davies, Denbigh 
Pareort, Joux Joserx, Downham Market, Norfolk, Cabinct Maker Marchl4 Reei & 
Wayman, Downham Market, Norfolk 
Pes, Exiza, Walmer, Kent Marchi6 EW & V Knocker, Dover 
Peyrice, Mary Any, Stroud Green Aprill Davidson & Morries Queen Victoria st 
Perey, Eviza Ayn, Halifax April13 Storey & Co, Halifax 
Smuirx, Jonny, East Ham, Compositor March 25 Pearce & Rowse, Liverpool st 
Suitu, Tuomas, King st, Twickenham March 3) Withers, High Holborn 
Srgagmax, Wittiam, Bude, Cornwall March 25 Gurney & Foster-Melliar, Stratton, 
N Cornwall 
Srewnine, Amos, Childs st, Earl’s Court March 22 Hunter & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Surrox, Evizazers, Aylsbam, Norfolk Aprill Purdy, Aylsham 
Terrey, Saran, Great Hampton, Worcester April 20 Byreh & Co, Evesham 














Granville pl, Portman sq 
Wee, wanes Frost, Seymour st, Portman sq March 31 Faulkner, Chandos st, 
Javendi 
Woopeares, Rev James Ricuarp, Axminster, Devon March 20 Forward & Sons, Axminster 
Woops, Ex.izasern, Cheltenham March 25 Arnison & Co, Penrith 





College hill 








25 
Woops, Hawitton, Pendleton, Lancs, Ciyil Engineer March 25 Arnison & Co, Penrith 








Tcanek, Evizasern Pootx, Horsemoor Green, Langley, Bucks March 25 Toovey, - 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, March 1, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Battery, Freperick Avcustus, Mansford st, Hackney rd, 
rey Maker Manager High Court Pet Jan 17 Ord 
eb 
Banceorr, ANNIE, pemeoe, Fancy Dealer Manchester 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Jan 23 
Bens, ALBERT, —. Yorke, Dealer in Drugs Leeds Pet 
Feb 25 Ord F 
BenxetT, Marcu : q &, Slough, Buck:, Plumber 
Windsor Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 23 
Beickaitt, Jonx James, and Freperick WItiiam 
BricKHILL, Manchester, Merchants Manchester Pet 
Feb 25. Ord Feb 25 
Burvey, Leoxarp, and Witt1am Harry Burcey, Waverton, 
Cheste: r, Builders Chister Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 26 
Burver, Samuet Harry, Ashton Keynes, Cricklade, Baker 
Swindon Pet Feb27 Ord Feb 27 
CamrBeLi-Everves, W P, Laurence Pountney hill, Com- 
puny Promoter High Court Pet Oct 9 Ord Feb 19 
Daty, Jonn, Bryn Derwen, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, 
ealer in Beer Bangor Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 
Davies, Evan, Dol ally, saa Grocer Aberystwyth 
Pet Feb 27 Or 
Dasgee, Gaines, Bradford Bradford Pet Feb 27 Ord 
eb 27 


Duke, Epcar Lorp inane, Plymouth, Builder Plymouth 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 

Farrow, Canssveraiin, Remitaghens, Milk Dealer Liverpool 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Feb 27 

Faesson, Lewis AMABLE, fae, Chemist's Assistant 
Hanley Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Guirrix, RowLtayp Arrnur, Rounds Green, Oldbury, 
Worcester West Bromwich Pet Feb 26 ‘Ord Feb 26 

Hammer, Wititam, Gt Chart, Ashford, Kent, Builder 
Canterbury Pet Jan 19 Ord Feb 23 

Hitt, Joseru, Woodhall, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln Pet Feb 
26 Ord Feb 23 

Iuirr, Haroip, HM Prison, Durham, Estate Agent £uader- 
land Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 26 

Joux, Mary, Bryncastell Coity, nr Bridgend, 
Cardiff Pet Keb 25 Ord Feb'25 

Joes, Humpuuey, Selly Park, Worcester, Grocer Birming- 
ham Pet Feb 22 Urd Feb 27 

Ksiuut, Tuomas, Ilfracombe, Hotel Proprietor Barn- 
staple Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Levinson, Marks, Leeds Leeds Pet Feb 2; Ord Feb 26 

Moraan, WILLIAM Ricuarp, Pen-arn, ur Talybont, Car- 
digan, Farmer Aberystwyth Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Moris, Wittiam, Clydach Vale, Glam, Pitman Ponty- 
pridd Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Noakes, Tuomas, Tuubri Ww a Builder Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 2 

NortuHatt, Bessamin, Barrow in Furness, Boiler Maker 
Barrow in Furness. Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Owen, Water C, Great St Helen’ ere Merchant High 
Court Pet Jan31 Ord Feb 

Patmer, Tuomas ALBERT, , 
Northampton Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Parker, Henry Soromoy, Brighton Brighton Pet Jan 16 
Ord Feb 25 

Penatuya, Josern Henry, Illogan, Redruth, Insurance 
Agent Truro Pet Feb 25 O:d Feb 25 

Powis, ALBERT THomas, pain, Glam, Painter Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 2: 

Preece, James Duncan, Kildare ter, eapeenie, Jobmaster 
High Court Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 2 

Pye, AUSTIN ALEXANDER, Norwich, = Victualler 
Norwich Pet Feb 27 Feb 27 

Roverts, Agtuur Beasow, St Dogmiels, Pembroke, 
Grocer Carmarthen Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Rovers Bros & Co, Malpas, Cheshire, Motor Agents 
Crewe Pet Feb9 Ord Feb 27 

Rornyizip, Hannan Repecca, be w= pe Clothier 
Wolverhampton Pot Feb 11 Ord Fe b 2 

Saxnens, Joun, = noah, Coal intent Dorchester 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 27 

Suaw, Joun weonan, Kingston upon Hull, Furniture 
Dealer Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Saira, Cuaries Witi1AM, Huddleston rd, Tufnell Park, 
Commercial Clerk High Cout Pet Feb 26 Ord 
Feb 26 

Srases, eT pation, Innkeeper Wakefield 
Pet Feb 26 Ord F 

Tomkins, Harry, Northampton, 1 Horse Dealer North- 
ampton Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 

Turner, Sypyey Cages, Gt aa Stationer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 

Wa ters, Witiiam Ricuarp, Cymmer, Glamorgan, Grocer 
Aberavon Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Wensrer, Oviver Jonataan, London - reeds nr €t Albans 
St Albans Pet Feb1l Ord Feb 2 

Woruersrooy & Co, Jons, Liverpool, Ship Owners Liver- 
pool Pet Febs8 Ord Feb 98 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Baitey, Freperick Avavustus, Mansford st, Haekney 
rd, Cabinet Maker Manager hil at 12 Off Reo, 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bannister, Jony, Bourn, Cambridge, Farmer March 13 at 
10.30 Off Ree, 5, Pett Cury, Cambridge 

Benn, ALBERT, Otiey, Yorks, Dealer in Drugs March 12 at 
11.30 Off , 22, Park row, Leeds 

Bosses, Cusniss Huxay, Gt Grimsby, Plumber 
March 9 at 11 t Mary’s chmbra, Gt Grimsb: 

Bevmew., Henry Prarern, Tanbrid ze Wells, Coach 
Builder March 11 ee Clatoion hg 


Broad way, Tunbri 
urence Pountney hill, Com- 


Grocer 


Greengrocer 


Canremnadivebemal W P, Laurence 


per Te ——— March 12 at 11 Off Ree, Bankruptcy 

gs, C: 

Daacu 04 Geonten Bradford March 13 at 3 Off Rec, 29 
Manor row, Bi 


radford 





Gauer, James Epwasp, Loddon, Norfolk, Miller March 9 
at 3.30 Off Rec, 8, Ne st, Norwich 

Hat, Hensert Haxny, orwich, Debt Collector March 
ll at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, at, Norwich 

ae 5 soars, I pet; Merchant March 9 at 11 

Ree, 4 7, 

Hicks, Cuar.es CLEMENT Curdridge, Botley, Hants March 
llLat3 Off Reo, Cambrid ~g ey ~—— st, Portsmouth 

Hopsty, pe Gerrav DE, Shorthand Writer 

lati2 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leice.ter 
James, Raven Pentreisaf, Tregaron, Cardigan, Printer's 
March 9 at 1230 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 


Morais, Wiitram, Rhondda Valley, Glam, Pitman 
March 11 at 11.30 Post Office chmbra, Pontypridd 
Mowpay, dnt Heyry, South Molton, Devon, a aa 
Victualler March 13at3 4, High st, Barasta, 

Noakes, Tuomas, Tuabridge Wells, Bu Builder March it at 
ut Ciszendon Restaurant, Broadway, Tunbyidge 

ells 
omm, Watrer ©, Gt St Helen’s, Wine Merchant March 
at 12 Bankrup* cy biags, Carey st 

a. , James Etxis, Kingston a Hull, Coal 

Merchant March 9 at il Off Rec, Trinity House ln, 


=... 4 Argtuur Wituam, Upper On hen ts Cheshire, 
Motor Engineer March i3atiz Off , Victoria 
st, Liverpool 

Pesatuna, Josern Hevay, Illogan, Redruth, Cornwall, 
Insurance Agent March llati2 Off Rec, Boscawen 
st, Truro 

Purustrs, James Ricaarp, Swallowfield, nr Reading March 

4at12 Queen’s Hote’, Reading 

salen, Sraniey, Gt Yarmouth, Travelling Draper March 
9 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

fone, vy Tuomas, Pentre, Glam, Painter March 13 

Post Office chmbrs, Ponty pridd 

Peon g, » Duncan, Kildare ter, eons, Jobmaster 
March 11 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, ret fy? 

Rees, Howe t, and Esocn Ress, hitlan Carmarthen, 
Builders March 9 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, 
Carmarthen 

Ricnarps, James, Abergwynfi, Glam, Fish Merchant March 
13 at 2.30 Ott Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swapntea 

Ricnarpson, Ronert, Newcastle on ‘Tyne, Grocer March 9 
ati1l Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Scorr, Taomas, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Coffee house 
Manager March 9 at 12 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Smiru, Cuartes Witiiaw, Huddleston ‘rd, Tufnell Park, 
Commercial Clerk March 11 at 11 Bankruptey bidgs, 
Carey st 

Tuomas, i Maesteg, Glam, Collier March 12 at 10 
Off Ree, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

TownsuEnd, Rev Horace Tuomas Eow Arp, Sutton, Surrey 
March 12 at 11.80 132, York rd, Westminster Brid 


Wurremay, Witt14m, Hove, Sussex, Contractor 14 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Benny, ALBERT, Otle aw 4h Yorks, Dealer in Drugs Leeds Pet 
Feb 25 Ord Fel 


BLoomFiELD,  tereay Henry, Sproughton, nr Ipswich, 
uilder Ipswich Pet Jan17 Ord Feb 25 

Butier, Samvg. Hagey, Ashton Keynes, Uricklade, Wilts, 
Baker Swindon Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Davies, Evan, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Grocer Aberystwyth 

Pet Feb 27 eb 27 

Dracup, GeorGE, Bradford Bradford Pet Feb 27 Ord 
Feb 27 


Fresson, Lewis AMABLE, puten, ry Chemist's 
Assistant Pet Feb Ord Feb 25 

Grirvrix, Rowiaxp ARTuUR, Oldbury, Worcester Weat 
Bromwich Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Hammer, Witiiam, Great Chart, Ashford, Kent, Builder 
Canterbury Pet Jan 16 Ord Feb 25 

Haworrn, James, Church, Lancs, House Furnisher Black- 
burn Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 25 

Hit, oe ee Lines, Farmer Lincoln Pet 
Feb 26 


Joux, Mary, Bryncastell -.. Bd Bridgend, Grocer 
Cardiff Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 

Lavesete Mans, Leeds, Clothier’. Foreman Leeds Pet 
Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Morals, Wosnazase, ecor Vale, Glam, Pitman Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 25 Ord F 

Norruatt, Brxsaurn, Sew in rare. Boiler Maker 
Barrow in Furness Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Patmer, Tuomas Atseat, Northampton, Greengrocer 
Northampton Pet Feb26 Ord Feb 26 

Pena.tusa, Josern Hewry, logan, Redruth, eee, 
In-urance t Truro Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 

Powis, ALBeat Tuomas, Pentre, Glam, Painter Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

pean James Duncan, Kildare ter, ppageweter, Jobmaster 
High Court Pet Feb27 Ord Fi 

Pre, Austin ALexanper, Old Cone, Norfolk, Licensed 
Victuall lier Norwich Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Roberts, Artuur Bzregow, St Ord Feb Pembroke, Grocer 
Carmarthen Pet Feb27 O 


Suaw, Jonn WILLIAM, yy ee ane Dealer 
Kin; on Hull Pet Feb25 Ord 


Smirn, Cuartes WitLiAM, Huddleston oq Tufnell Paik, 
Commercial Clerk High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 26 

Srapies, Matrarw, Normanton, Yorks, Innkeeper Wake- 
field Pet Feb 26 Ord Fi ‘eb 26 

Sageees, JosEra, —— Fruit Merchant Blackburn 

et Jan 25 Ord F 

Suan Harry, Northampton. ea Dealer North- 
hampton Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 

Townsurnp, Rev Horace feted Epwaxp, Sutton, 
8a , ae in Holy Orders Croydon Pet Feb 2 
Ord eb 

Tornee, ll Cuarces, Gt Yarmouth, Stationer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

Warrers, Wittiam Ricuarp, Cymmer, Glam, Grocer 
Neath and Aberavon Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette 


of Jan 22: 
Rypee, James Avrnep, Wine Merchaut 
Birmingham 


Pet Dec 20 Ord Jan 15 








Amstel action piietinied Sop Hot publiched to the 
London Gazette of Feb 


Morais, Fraycrs, Scarborough, ic Scarborough 
" Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Woop, Water, Thirsk, Yorks, Tallow Chandles 
allerton Adjud May 7, 1887 Annul Feb 16, 1 


London Gasetie.—Tunspay, March 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arxiysox, Bexsamty Vaux, Sheffiell, Provision Merchant 
Shefficld Pet March 1’ Ord March 1 

Arkisson, Toomas, Holden’s Field —. nr Yarm, Yorks, 
Farmer Stockton on Tees Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 97 

Barxett, Georce .Henry, Stonehouse, Glos, Tailor 
Gloucester Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Bagratr, Henay Wict1aM Jonny, Houndsditch, Commercial 

veller High Court Pet March 2 Ord’ March 2 

Bgavis, Ropest Groror. Swindon, Cab Proprietor Swindon 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Burarss, Vn nem, Confectioner Stockport Pet 
March 2 Ord March 2 


Catveut, Epwarp C.aupe Tatrritr, Bournemouth, Agent 
0 Poole Pet March 2 Ord March baw 
OCKERILL, THomas, Ravensthorpe, thampton, 
— Labourer Northampwn Pet March 2 rd 
Cotwetn, Hector, Windsor, Draper Windsor Pet Feb 
28 Ord Feb 28 
Covurtanp, Freperick Tuomas, Bewdley, Worcester, 
Solicitor egg wna Pet Feb1l Ord Feb 26 
Cronk, Jonx, Saint Bees, Cumberland, Commission Agent 
Whitehaven Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 26 
Dixon, Fraxcis Eomoxp Maccean; Liver; ol, pubercinns 
Liverpool Pet Feb 28 Ord 
Dowsry, Wit.iam, Shaftesbury av, Boot Dealer High 
Court Pet Jan'22 Ord March 1 
Essex, Commercial 
March 1 


+ eee 


Drew, Exvstry Hesnry, Leytonstone, 

Clerk High Court Pet Feb6 Ord 

mee M P, FosterIn High Court Pet Janll Ord 
1 


Garpingr, CHARLES, polstel, Licensed Victualler Bristol 
G a re ~- oC ge brid Carti Contractor 
ARNER, JAMES, Cam ge, Carting on 

King’s Lynn Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Gaines, AUvary Epwarp, Hailsham, Sussex, Watchmaker 
Eastbourne Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Hoimes, Gronvs WILLIAM ~~ Kirkby, ‘Notts, Plumber 
Nottingham Pet Marc! Ord March 2 

Hoyie, Evizanera Anwx, Barnoldswick, York Bradford 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Sons, Joux, Shoe In HighCourt Pet Feb13 Ord March 


pat Avreep Srexcer, Fo’ Etatene, Jeweller Cauter- 
bury Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 

Jones, WILLIAM axe, ‘pridgend, Printer Cardiff Pet 
March 1 Ord Mare’ 


Jupp, Epwargp Jou, Souther pton, Confectioner South- 
hampton Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb'28 

Mapes, Marrusw Tuomas, enfield, Farm Manager 
Eastbourne Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Mitcue rt, Jostan, Pili, Somerset, Licensed Pilot Bristol 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Neicusovr, W & H, Clacton on fea, Builders Colchester 
Pet Feb 15 Ord’March 1 

Peaciv ats oe Jony, and Apr Ee Kettering, ay 
Se = ———* Manufacturers Northampton Pi et March 

re! 


Purcuase, Cuaries Joux, Lewisham High 14, New Cross, 
Credit Draper Greenwich Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 
Reapy, Wittiam Paica, Gt Grimsby, Shoemaker Gt 
Grimsby Pet March1 Ord March 1 

Reviit, = i Loutsa, South Shore, Blackpool Preston 
Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

2 A.raep, Harrow rd, Contractor High Court 
Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 28 

Sanpers, Lavinia Exizasetu, Weymouth, edging house 
Keeper, Dorc et March 2 Ord Ma 

Se.iers, Taomas Fosree, em Bu‘cher Blackburn 
Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Sarrn, Tuomas Patmen, Ae es rough Manager of Dairy 
Northampton Pet Feb Ord Fe 


b 28 

Wertox, CHartes yey Aine, Derby, Joiner Derby 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 

bebe ~ aan Gerona , eas Barnet, Fishmonger 

et Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 

Woon. Jouy, a, Accountant’s Clerk 
Birmingham Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Wratuactt, Harry, Cheltenham, + pa Cricketer 
Cheltenham Pet Feb 28 Ord F 

FIRST ieee. 

ATxkixsox, Tomas, Holden's Farm, nr Yarm, Yorks, Farmer 

March 15 at 11° Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Mi 


7 ag Portsovs, Tredegar, Mon, Draper 13 
Townhall, 
a. Fate Groner, Slough, Plumber March 13 at 
12 14 ford row 


Bexnewitz, Cart Liye y Southwold, Suffolk, Hotel 
Proprietor March 15 at 3’ Marlborough Hotel, South- 


wold 

Bitu, oe Stoke Stone Merchant March 
14at 1130 North Stafford ard Hotel, Stoke upon Trent 

oudiouan. Jouyx Hewry, Tarporley, Coal Merchant 
March 13 at12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastl , Staffs 

a o ball, Be = ae Tailor March 15 at 11.15 


Bors, Samue. Bases, Ashton Keynes, Cricklade, Wilts, 
ms March 13 at 11 Off Rec, 33, Hegeat circus, 
8 


on Windsor, Draper March 13 at 3 14, 

Davies, Evan, em 'y,Grocer March 15 at 10,30 Town- 

Davies, yee Commaven, ts Shoemaker March 13 at 
11,30 Eastgate row, Chester 

Dows«y, WILLIAM, adeno, Boot Dealer March 15 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldge, 
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Garpixer, Cuartes, Bristol, Licensed Victual'er March | Manes, 


13 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Garner, James, Elm, Cambridge, 
March 14 at 10.15 Court house, King’s Lynn 
Gray, Tuomas, Rochdale, Mattress Maker March 15 at 


1245 Townha'l, Rochdale 

Hammer, Wittiam, Ashford, Kent, Builder March 14 at 
9.1 ff Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

Hopoxixson, Artruur, Derby, Journeyman Butcher 


March I4 at 11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, De:by 

Hoyue, Exizapets Axx, Barnoldswick, Yorks March 14 
at3 Off Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford 

Hust, Jon, Shoe ln, Director Public Company March 14 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jones, Atyaep Spencer, Folkestone, Jeweller March 13 at 
11 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Cunterbury 

Jupp, Epwarp Joun, Southampton, Confectioner March 13 
at 11,30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

Kiax, Tuomas Cotvitir, Nottingham, Baker March 13 at 
li Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Kirknorg, ArcuisaLp, Portmadoc, Baker March 13 at 
12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Levinsoy, Marxs, Leeds March 13 at 11 Off Rec, 22, 

‘ark row, Leeds 

Lone, Witt14M Georcs, Burnley, Lancs, Fruiterer March 
13.at11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Mitcaax;Isaac, jun, Peterborough, Farm Foreman March 
15 at 11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 

Mitc#e.t, Jos1an, Pill, Somerset, Licensed Pilot March 
13 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Morcan, Witu1aM Ricaarp, Pensarn, nr Tal) bont. Cardigan, 
Farmer March 15 at 10.15 Town Hall, Abe. ystwyth 

Parmer, Tsomas Apert, Northampton, Greengrocer 
March 14 at 11 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Parr, Jonn Tuomas, Manchester, Wine Merchant March 
13 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Puncuase, Cuartes Joun, Lewisham High rd, Credit 
Heer r March 15 at 11,30 132, York rd, Westminster 

1dge 

Pye, Austin Avexanper, Old Catton, Norfolk, Licensed 
Victualler March 13 at 12 Off Rec,8, King st, Norwich 

Batomon, ALFRED, Harrow rd, Contractor arch 15 at 12 

Kkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Buanx, Jonw Hatiiwert, Harborne, Staffs, Commercial 
Traveller March 13 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, 
Birmiogham 

Suaw, Joux Witiram, Kingston upon Hull, Furniture 
=e March 13 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, 

Srasies, Matruew, Normanton, Yorks, Innkeeper March 
13 at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Strarxiz, Wituiam, Leicester, Builder March 13 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Perridge st, Leicester 

Srort, Jonx Howarp, Rochdale, Machinist March 15 at 
12 Townhall, Rochdale 

Srreete, Saran Ann, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Fishmonger 
March 13 at 12 Crypt Chambers, Eastgate row, Chester 

Srroxe, Atrrep Ernest, Langley Moor, Durham, Chemist 
March 15 at 8 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Tompxins, Harry, Northampton, Horse Dealer March 14 
at 1130 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Tuner, Sypney Cuarces, Gt Yarmouth, Stationer March 
13 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Viox, Hasry Wi11Am, Uley, Glos, Wood Turner March 
14at3 ld Bell Hotel, Dursley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atkinson, Bexyamin Vaux, Sheffield, Provicion Merchant 
Sheffield Pet March1 Ord March 1 

Baer, Aaron, Commercial rd, Boot Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 28 

Baitey, Freperick Avaustus, Mansford st, Hackney rd, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet Jan17 Ord March 1 

Barxett, Grorcz Henry, Stonehouse, Glos, Tailor 
Gloucester Pet March 1 Ord March 2 

Barratt, Henay Witi1aM Joun, Houndsditch, Commercial 
Traveller High Court Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Beavis, Rovert Grorce, Swindon, Cab Proprietor 
Swindon Pet March 2 Ord March 2 


Biaxey, Josern Wittiam, Queen Victoria st High Court 
Pet Dec 19 Ord March 2 
Burorss, Joux, Stockport, Confectioner Stockport Pet 


March 2 Ord March 2 

Boriey, Leonarp, and Wiiiiam Harny Buarcey, 
Waverton, Chester, Builders Chester Pet Feb 12 
Ord March 1 


Catvert, Epwarp Ciaupe Tairritr, Bournemouth, Agent 
Poole Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Cockenitt, Tuomas, Ravensthorpe, Northampton, Agricul- 
tural Labourer No:thampton Pet March 2 Ord 
March 2 

Cotwatt, Hector, Windsor, Draprr Winds r Pet Feb 

rd Feb 28 

CovurLanp, Frrperick THomas, Bewdley, Worcester, 
Solicitor Kiddtrminster Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 28 

Dixon, Francis Epwunp MAcueay, Liverpool stock 
Broker’s Clerk Liverpool Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 23 

Exzy, Tuomas, Deiby, Builder Derby Ord Feb 27 

Fisuer, ages E, Halifax, Sclicitor Halifax Pet Jan 

‘eb 28 
Garner, , Jaurs, Elm, Cambridge, Carting Contractor 
sLynn Pet March1 Ord March 1 

Go.paLum, Apranam, Houndsditch, Merchant High Court 
Pet Feb9 Ord March 1 

Gairyitas. ~ + Bristol, Purveyor Bristol Pet Feb 21 

re! 
Hotmas, Grorce Witt1am, Hucknall under Huthwaite, 
ee Plumber Nottingham Pet March 2 


Hoviz, Evizapeta Axx, Barnoldswick, York Bradford 
Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 23 
In1vs, Hanotv, H M Prison, Durham, Estate Agent 
Sunderland Pet Feb 26 Ord March 1 
Jones, Arrep Spencer, Folkestone, Jeweller Canterbury 
J jg) ac ‘ —- a? 
_ Jom 1LL1am Harpy, Bridgend, Printer Cardiff Pet 
= March 1 Ord March 1 
Jupp, Epwarp Jonny, Southam , Confectioner South- 
ampton Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 


Carting Contractor | 





| 
| 





Matruew Tuomas, Mayfield, Sussex, Farm 

anager Eastbourne Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Mrrcsecy, Josias, Pill, Somerset, Licensed Pilot Bristol 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Noakes, Tuomas, Tunbridge Wells, Builder Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Feb 25 Ord March 1 

PercivaL, Jony, and Atpg Brows, Kettering, Stiffener 
Manufacturers Northampton Pet March 2 Ord 
March 2 

Purcnass, Caarces Jonx, Lewisham my rd, Credit 
Draper Greenwich Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Reavy, Wiiii1am Patou, Gt Grimsby, Shoemaker Gt 
Grimsby Pet March1 Ord March 1 

Revitt, Estaza Louisa, South Shore, Blackpool Preston 
Pet March 1 Ord March 1 

Ricnarpsox, Ropert, Newcastle on ae. Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Feb2 Ord Feb 27 

Se.iess, Tuomas Foster, Blackburn, Butcher Blackburn 
Pet March 1 Ord March 1 . 

Suits, Tomas Parmer. Northampton, Dairy Manag r 
Northampton Pet F2b28 Ord Feb 28 

Tcueryine, Duirri, L-ndon wall High Court Pet Feb 28 


Ord Nov 9 

Wesster, OLIver JoxnaTHAn, London Colney, nr 8t Albans 
S8tAlbans Pet Feb 11 Ord Feb 28 

Wetca, Ernest, Batb, Contractor Bath Pet Feb 1 
Ord March 2 

Wertox, Cuaates Ivins, Ripley, Derby, Joiner Derby 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 28 

Wairemas, Witiiam, Hove, Builder Brighton Pet Feb 
23 Ord March 1 

Wratnart, Harry, Cheltenham, Professional Cricketer 
Cheltenham Pet Feb 28 Ord Feb 28 


London Gazette,—Faipay, March 8 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Batty, Frayx Epwarp, Maidstone, General Dealer 
Maidstone Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Beacu, Wituam Jesse, West Hartlepool, Cycle Agent 
Sunderland Pet March5 Ord March 5 
Bramuey, Mary Victoria Exizaneta, and Josera Daniat 
Mitiins, Harrow rd, Monumentul Masons High 
Court Pet Feb11 Ord March 5 
Brirrox, Tuomas Wituiam, Chorlton cum Hardy, Man- 
chester, Lancs, Professor of Music Salford Pet 
March 6 Ord March 6 
CrrtHuERok, James, Blackpool, Glass Dealer Preston Pet 
a es Ord => wren 
‘oLMAN, Epwarp, Bisho te st ithin High Court 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Marcha - 
Cook, Joux, Bearwood, Innkeeper Reading Pet Feb 18 
Ord March 4 
Corry, Joun Kenyepy, Beeston, Leeds, Machinery Merchant 
Ieeds Pet March 2 Ord March 2 
Epwarps, Mary Louisa, Sheffield Sheffield Pet March 4 
Ord March 4 
Epwarp, Taomas, Whitchurch, Wilts, Butcher Salisbury 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Earsaca, Wiitiam, Twickenham, Baker Brentford Pet 
March 2 Ord March 2 
Fietcuer, CuarLes Epwarp, Lower James st, Golden sq, 
Silk Merchant High Court Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Focaty, W1iu1am Bupp, Bournemouth, Commission Agent 
Poole Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Fow er, Doveias A, Crox, Bentley, Farnham Croydon 
Pet Feb 6 Ord March 5 
Grecory, Water Girpert, Easton, Bristol, Grocer 
Bristol Pet March 4 Ord March 4 
Harrison, Grorce Artnaur, Llandudno, Coach Builder 
Bangor Pet March1 Ord March 1 
Hart, Tuomas, po 1 Innkeeper Sunderland Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 
Haywarp, WattER Jonny, Gravesend, Coffee House Keeper 
kochester Pet Marché Ord March 6 
Hisparv, Epmuxp Tuomas, Christian Malford, Wilts, 
Feeding Stuff Manufacturer’s Traveller Bath Pet 
March 4 Ord March 4 
Hoi.opone, CuarLes Napier, Eastbourne, Chimney 
3 —_ ig? rede Ord March 6 
EALOUS, WALIER Kenney, etstone, Journalist Barnet 
Pet March 4 Ord March 4 
Jewxxins, Herpert, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler Aberdare Pet Marché Ord March 6 
Jenxinos, P H, Beckenham, Baker Croydon Pet Feb 9 
Ord March 4 
Jones, Samvuet, Tividale, Staffs, Steerer Dudley Pet 
March5 Ord March 5 
Kixo, Bernarp, Redland, Bristol, Master Mariner Bristol 
Pet Feb 23 Ord March 6 
May, Caries, Thame, Oxford, Manufacturing Con- 
fectioner Aylesbury Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Mitcae.tt, Watter Cuares, Horfield, Bristol, Grocer 
Bristol Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Nasa, James, Canterbury, Coal Dealer Canterbury Pet 
arch 4 Ord March 4 
Newsurerr, L, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn, Whisky Distiller 
High Court’ Pet Feb 7 Ord March 6 
Nicuotts, Artaur Ben, Whitwick, Leicester, Baker 
urton on Trent Pet March 4 Ord March 4 
Oxstow, Frepesick Atrrep, and Daisy Wuairrngap 





Dorchester, Fr D Pet March 5 Ord 
March 5 

Oxperry, Ropert, York, Corn Merchant York Pet 
March 4 O 


March 4 
Paterson, James, Stockwell rd, Stockwell, Rifle Range 
Proprietor High Court Pet F-b 16 Ord March 6 
Pay.or, Witiiam, Leeds, Tailor’s Traveller Leeds Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 
Perers. Howarp, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet March 
4 Ord March 4 


Purxiss, Wittiam, Ladbroke en Cab Proprietor High 

Court Pet March6 Ord March 6 

Raixez, Tom, Sawdon, Yorks, Innkeeper Scarborough Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 

Reap, Epwarp Marrtix, Beccles, Coach Smith Gt Yar- 

. mouth = March 5 Rpt ody 

EADHEAD, GroRGE, aq,Cabinet Maker High Court 

Pet March 4 Ord March 4 is 














Ricnarpson, Witiiam, and Fraaycis Lewis Bares, Scar- 

b= y » Coachbuilders Scarborough Pet March 4 
4 
Ricuges, Stxpuzn Easto, Lowestoft, Fish Buyer Gt 
armouth Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Roserts, Davin, Wy Llanrwst, Denbigh, Butcher 
Portmadoc Pet March4 Ord Mar h4 

Seaton, AnTour Wii.1am, Swindon, Musical Instrument 

er Swindon Pet March 4 O:d March 4 

Suzewoop, Wiituiam Heyry, Huddereffeld, Paper Hanging 
M t Huddersfield Pet Feb2i Ord March 4 

Simms, Josern Frep, Landport, Portsmouth, Hairdresser 
Portsmouth Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Strepsens, Ana, and Harry Linnagvus STEPHENS, ee 


a ee Turners Gloucester Pet March 5 

rch 5 

Tayitorn, AvpestT Heapiey, Sheffield, Brassfounder 
Sheffield Pet March 6 Ord Marco 6 


Taompson, JosernH, Wallsend upon Tyne, Builder New- 
castle upon Tyne Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Tuompsox, WiLt1am James, Croydon, Baker Croydon Pet 

arch 2 Ord March 2 

Tuaner, CHartes Percy, Levenshulme, Manchester, 
Grocer Manchester Pet March 4 Ord March 4 

Warp, Watter, Dover, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 

WuiteneaD, Tuomas, Stalybridge, Chester, Plumber 
Ashton under Lyne Pet Marché Ord March 6 

Wituams, Wituiam, Mold, Flint, Carter Chester Pet 
March 6 Ord 


6 
Waricut, Ernest, Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 


Amended notice substituted for that patet in the 
London Gazette of March 1: 


Rocers, Grorce, Wittiam Huxrey, and Frepericx 
Rocers, Malpas, Cheshire, Motor Agents Crewe Pet 
Feb 9 Ord Feb 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Barratt, Henry Witt14m Jouy, Forest Gate, Essex, Com- 
mercial Travelier March 19at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Seceeae. Mary Victoria Exvizapetu, and Joszern Danign 
Mi.uiss, Barrow rd, Monumental Masons March 21 
at1l1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Catvert, Epwarp Ciaupe Tairvitt, Bournemouth, Agent 
March 18 at 4 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christ- 
church rd, Bournemouth . 

Cameron, pense Gennes, Beightce March 19 at 12 
Room 76, ruptcy bldge, Carey st 

Cuampion, Witi1am Eanest, Woolwich, Builder March 19 
at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Cosson, Rotana t ay st Within March 19 at 1 
Ban gs, Care : 

Corry, ee, Beeston, Machinery Merchant 
March 18 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Croxg, Joun, 8t Bees, Cumberland, Commission Agent 
March 15 at 11 County Court house, Whitehaven 


Drew, Exsty Hewyay, Leytonstone, Commercial Clerk 
March 19 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Exy & Co, M F, Foster In March 18 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bl Carey st 

tase. Caancze Epwakrp, Lower James st, Golden 6q, 
Silk Merchant March 22 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
vy B Bournemouth, Commission Agent 
aty, Witt1AM Bupp, Bournemouth, ¢ 

Ss 18 at 430 Messrs Curtis & Son, 158, Old Christ- 
church rd, Bournemouth i ; 

Fresson, Lewis AMABLE, Hanley, Chemist’s Assistant 
March 18 at 12 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Grimes, AUBREY Epwagp, ilsham, Sussex, Watchmaker 
March 26 at 1.30 County Court Offices, Seaside rd, 

bo 


Eastbourne 

Hitt Joseea, Woodhall, — Farmer March 21 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln . 

Homes, Groroe Wiiram, East Kirkby, Notts, Plumber 
March 19 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 

Jearovs, Warren Kensey, Whetstone, Middlesex, 
Journalist March 18 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Jongs, Humruney, Selly Park, Worcester, Grocer March 
18 at 11.80 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Mavce, Matrazw Tuomas, Uckfield, Sussex, Farm 
Manager March 26at2 County Court Offices, Seaside 
rd, Eastbourne : 

NorTHALL, Bexsamis, Barrow in Furness, Boiler Maker 
March 18 at 12 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 

Oxsrarry, Rosert, York, Cake Merchant March 19 at 3 
Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Parker, Henry foteiden — March 21 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion righton 

Payor, WILLIAM, Leeds, Tailor’s Traveller March 2C at 
11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds __ : 

Puituirs, THomas Eenest Raymon, Liverpool, Electrical 
Engineer March 20 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria at, 
Liverpool f 

Purkiss, wmgsee, eg Oe ugeie March 
18 at 12 ru , Carey 

a Tom, ie orks, Innkeeper March 18 at 4.39 
oO 


Ree, 74, Newborough, Scarborough 
ReEaD#EAD, GEORGE, Arey e sq, Cabinet Maker March 18 
at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Ru son, WiLL1aAM, and Francis Lewis Bares, Scar- 
“Dorongh’ Coachbuilders March 18 at 4 Off Ree, 


74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Buesr, Tuomas, pas, Cheshire March 18 at 11.30 Of 
Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs _ 

Rosinsox, Freperick Josepx, Sneinton, Notts, Plumber 
March 19 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 

m 
8 Joszrn Frep, Landport, Portsmouth, Hairdresser 
ag h 19 - 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 

Portsmou! s 

Suira, THomas Patuer, Wellin —e ™ Dairy Manager 
March 16 at 11 Off Rec, Bri st, Northam 

Tunwer, Caaniss Percy, Levensh » , Grocer 
March 16at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Ma 
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LIF 
18, 


EQUITY & LAW 


ASSURAN CEH SOCIBTY-~ 
LINCOLW’S INN FIELDS, 


BSTABLISBEwYpD isad. 


LONDON, W.C. 








HAROLD AGNEW, Esq. 

R. J. P. BROUGHTON, Esq. 
EDMUND CHURCH, Esq. 

PHILIP G. COLLINS, Esq. 

Sir KENELM E. DIGBY, G.C.B., K.C. 
CHARLES BAKER DIMOND, Esq. 
Sir HOWARD W. ELPHINSTONE, Bart. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM. 


Funds exceed 


Chairman—CECIL HENRY RUSSELL, Esq. 


DIRECTORS. 


RICHARD L. HARRISON, Esq. | 
L. W. NORTH HICKLEY, Esq. 
ARCHIBALD ay James, Ea 

CHARLES R. LONGBOURNE, 

The Right hy LORD MACNAGITEN, G.C.M.G. | 
WILLIAM MAPLES, Esq. 
EDWARD MOBERLY, Esq. | 





Income exceeds... Bs “s nae = Bs 


Claims Paid exceed .. as os ga ia 


Economical Management. 
All Glasses of Life Assurance Granted. 
Reversions and Life Interests Purchased. 
Loans on Approved Seourities Entertained on Favourable Terms. 





Deputy -Chairman—JOHN CROFT DEVERELL, Esq. 


_ £470,000. 
ee £4, 360, ooo. 
.. 6,460,000. 


‘Very Stringent Valuation. 


The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE PHILLIMORE. 
GEORGE THOMPSON POWELL, Esq. 
MARK LEMON ROMER. Esq., K.C. 
The Hon. CHARLES RUSSELL. 
ag STEPHENS TAYLOR, — 
. P. BOWLING TREVANION, 
sir ARTHUR TOWNLEY WATSON, Bart., K.C. 








For Report of Annual Meeting and full Prospectus of the Society apply to 
W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary. 








Wetton, Caares Ivins, Ripley, Derby, Joiner March 16 
atll Off Rec, 47, F ull st, Derby 

Waicar, Ernest, Lees, Cabinet Maker March 18 at 11.30 
Off Kec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Attey, Samvet, Snaresbrook High Court Pet Jan 15 
Ord March 6 

Arxisson, Tuomas, Holden’s Field Farm, nr Yarm, Yorks, 
Farmer Stockton on Tees Pet Feb 16 Ord March 4 

Baitey, Frank Epwarp, Maidstone, Oilman Maidstone 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Beaca, Witiram Jesse, West Hartlepool, Cycle Agent 
Sunderland Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Barton, THomas Wiiiiam, Chorlton cum Hardy, Man- 
chester, Professor of Music Salford Pet March 6 


Ord March 6 

Brooxs, Tuomas Ricaarp, The ta Ealing, Builder 
Brentford Pet Dec3 Ord Feb 

Caxce.ior, Ceciu A, Higham, Kent High Court Pet 
Jan 5 Ord March 4 





Curruerog, James, Blackpool, Glass Dealer Preston Pet 
March 2 Ord March 6 

Corry, Jonn Kenvepy, Beeston, Leeds, ee Mer- 
chant Leeds Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Cron, Joun, 8t Bees, Cumberland, Commission Agent 
Millom Pet Feb13 Ord March 4 

Dickman, Wit.1am, Chester le Street, Durham, Butcher | 
Durham Pet Jani7 Ord March 5 

—— aeons, Croydon, Furniture Dealer Croydon 

Jan 2 


Rowanne, Bas Manz Louisa, mana Sheffield Pet March 4 | 


Epwarps, ll Whitchurch, Hants, Butcher Salisbury | 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Ersacu, Witiiam, Twickenham, Baker Brentford Pet | 
March 2 Ord March 2 

Farrow, Carisroruer, ~ Milk Dealer Liver- | 
pool Pet Jan 22 Ord March 6 

Fooaty, Wituiam Bupp, Saee, Commission Agent 
Poole PetMarch5 Ord March 





EQUITABLE LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


EFoumded i762. 


THE OLDEST MUTUAL LIFE OFFICE IN THE WORLD. 
The Society PAYS NO GOMMISSION to Agents, but gives the Members the 


direct benefit of the large sums thus saved. 


Note the following remarkabie figares from 
the List of Claims in 1906. 











Date of Policy. Sum Assured. on by ata. 
} | 
1841 £1,000 £1,376 £3,958 
1848 2,000 2,726 7,350 
1864 1,000 1,030 2,615 
1873 7,000 | 8,995 13,947 








Such results are possible only in a Mutual Society, which paysno commission, and in which all the 


Profits belong to' the Members. 


FUNDS EXCEED 4: MILLIONS. 


For full prospectus and other information apply to 





MANSION HOUSE STREET, LONDON, B.C. 








Freyuvrs, gonquems Metsu, Mincing In, Agent High 
Court Ord Mareh 5 


‘et Jan 11 
Greoory, Wastes ‘inane Easton, Bristol, 
Bristol Pet March 4 Ord March 4 
Grimes, , a. Epwarp, Hailsham, Sussex, Watchmaker 
Eastbourne Pet March.1 Ord March 5 


Hagnrisox, Gronae Arrava, Llandudno, Coach Builder 
a c Pet 1 Ord March 1 
art, Tuomas, 
March 5 Ord Mai 


Grocer 


Iankeeper Sunderland Pet 

Haywarp, Water oe Gravesend, Gtehem Keeper 
Rochester Pet March6 Ord 

| Hisparp, Epuunp Faemee, Christian Malford, Wilts Bath - 
Pet March 4 Ord March 4 


Hotsroox, Tuomas Joux, St Martin's St Martin's lo, 
Builder h Court Pet Dec 10 Ora March 1 

Hot.osone, Cuaaies Napier, Eastbourne, + meme 
Eastbourne Pet Marché Ord March 6 


Jenxixs, Heapeat, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Licensed 
Victualler Aberdare 


Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Jones, Samurt, Tividale, Staffs, Steerer Dudley Pet 
March 5 Ord March 5 


Mrrowgzi,, Watres Cuarces, Horfield, Bristol, Grocer 
Bristol Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Nasa, +. je March 4 Coal Dealer Canterbury Pet 
March 4 oe 

Nicuoiis, Agraus Whitwick, r, Baker 
Burton on Trent Pet March 4 Ora Mack a? 

Onstow, Farpraick Atraep, and Daisy Wuirensap 
, Fraiterers Dorchester Pet MarchS Ord 


March 
Oxperry, Rosert, York, Corn Merchant York Pet 
Ord March 4 : 


March 4 


Pangud, preet Senenen, Baan Brighton Pet Jan 16 

Payor, Me sane, Tailors’ Traveller Leeds Pet 
March 5 

ior x How agp. 8 . Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet March 

ea. Wim, Ladbroke Cab Proprietor High 
Court Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Raixz, Tom, Sawdon, Yorks, Farmer Scarborough Pet 
March 5’ Ord March 5” 


Reap, Epwarp Maertix, Reotee, _Coash Smith Git 

Yarmouth Pet March5 Ord 

a) +e) yes High Court 
Pet March 


Ricuaegpson, Wittiam, and Francis Lewis Seams, Scar- 
Ord March 4 us , 
Ricnes, Sterur~ Easto, Lowestoft, Fish Bu Gt 
nok oe *viantost, Debigh B teher sacha. 
OBER’ VID m 
Pet March 4’ Ord March 4 


Szatox, Aataur Srindon Pat Mach r "ord | yw 


Jous W: Boot Maker St Albans 
ae oT Mt a 
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Josera Frep, La lead ort mith, Hairdresser 
h5 Ord \ ! 
y Linsart 
Glouc-ster 


Simms, 
Portsmouth Pet Mar 

Sreruess, Ava, and Harr 
Glos, Bone Turners 
March 5 

Storr. Jonny 


3 Sreeness, Chalford, 
Pet March 5 Ord 

Howaarp, Rochdale, Machinist Rochdale 
Pet Feb 20 Ord March 5 

Taytor, ALnert Heapiey, Sheffield, 
Sheffield Det March 6 Ord March 6 

Taomrzox, Wi.uiam James, Croydon, Baker Croydon 
March 2 Ord March 2 

Tunravket, ALagrson Timotray, Gt Warley, 

Essex, Rate Collector Chelmsford Pet Dee 18 
March 4 

Turner, Cuances Percy, Levenshulme, Mancheste 

anchester Pet March 4 Ord March 4 

Warp, Warrer, Dover, Bootmaker Canterbury 
March 5 Ord March 5 

Waireneap, Tuomas, Stalybridge, Plumber 
Lyne Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Witusams, Wittiam, Mold, Flint, Carter 
March 6 Ord March 6 

Woonowanrp, Jou, jirminghsam, Accountant's 
Birmingh*m Pet March 1 Ord March 2 

Wariout, Ernest, Leeds, Cabinet Maker Leeds 
March Ord March 5 


Brentwood, 
Ord 


Ashton under 
Pet 
Clerk 
Pet 


Chester 





EXAMIN ATIONS.- —- Mr. 

THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final 
Examinations, in class or by correspondence.—For par- 
ticulars apply Tuomas R. Frost, Grosvenor-mansions, 
82, Victoria-street, London, 8.W. 


X OLICITORS’ 





Solicitors’ Office ; 8 months 
Shorthand 110; Typewriting 40; 
salary 23s. Miss Wuits, 
of George Reid, Exq., 4, 


| AW.— Lady (183; excellent references), 
4 Sceks Re-engagement i 


in preeent situation; 
understands several machines ; 
42, Grove, Gravesend, or cure 
Castle-coutt, Birchin-lane, K.C. 


MNO SOLICITORS. 

Principal Trustees a1 
of Old-established Fami y P ; competent manager 
wi remain on; mutual terms.- Full details of Geo. 
Heanert & Co., 12, Buker-street, W. 


INFOR MATION. 
\ ILL the Firm of Solicitors who some 


years ago communicated with RETIRED 

NAVAL OFFICER concerning certain MONEYS which 

he could claim, but which he neglected to du, please com- 

municate with the undersigned, who are acting for certain 
of the next-of-kin ! 

CECIL J. RAWLINSON & BON, 

47, New Broap-srreet, 





decease of 
| London Branch 


-Owing b 





Solicitors, 


Lonvoys, 


E.C. 





MO SOLICITORS.—A grand Suite of Five 
Rooms and Strong Room, on first floor, in Bedford- 
row; additional two rcoms can be had on second floor if 
rejuired.— Full particulars 1 and orders to vie W ap ply Estate 
Oltice, Ormond Mansions, Great Ormond-strect, Ye 


, } 
Brassfounder | 


Pet | 


r, Grocer | 


Pet } 


THE 


BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 


COMPANY, LIMITED. 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL - 


Trustees. 
THE LORD CHIEF 
ENGLAND, G.C.M.G. 
vht Hon, Sir ROBERT ROMER, 
The Hon. Mr, Justice BIGHAM. 


Directors. 
: WILLIAM MAPLES, Esq. 
- M, F. MONTER-WILLIAMS, Esq. 
Arthur G. Beale, Esq. William Hitchins, Esq. 
.. J. Bowerman, Exq. Archibald Herbert James, 
John G. Brist« OW, EF Esq. 
Holroyd Chaplin, Es« C. G. Kekewich, Esq. 
Robert W. Dibdin, a. Rob. C. Nesbitt. Esq 
R. L. Fulford, Exq. | KE. Fitzjohn Oldham, Esq. 
Edward G. Gibson, Es« ‘1. Arthur George Parson, Esq. 
T Ww. N a Hickl ye | Marshall Pontifex, Eeq. 
Robert G. - Hills, | John Tryon, Esq. 
s; Messrs. Baker, Braker, & Hawes. 
Ra : Messrs. ee ee 
WV and Se ' H. Foster Cut.er. 


BRANCH ESTACLIGHMENTS AT 
GHA M, 124, Colmore 


The Right Ton JUSTICE OF 


The R G.C.B. 


e-row, 


/ Joyal-avenu?, 
This Company, established by members of the Legal Pro- 
fession throughout the country, entertain Proposals for 
Insurance against damge by Fire and Lightning on eligible 
risks, within the United Kingdom. including Mercantile 
Insurances. Also Employers’ Liability and Burglary. No 

Foreign Busnes undertaken. 
ication for Agencies in 


vited. 





G5 ay = £5,000.—Sixty-three Officers and 
3) Gentlemen Require Out-of-door Occupa- 
tions, or Active Employment in Profit-earning Concerns ; 
no new business scheme or invention, however promising, 
need apply.—Major F. E. V. Tayzor, The Officers’ 
Employment Bureau, 14, Belfast~ chambers, Beak-street, 





rqyxO SOLICITORS. — A 
entering the Profession can have 
Offices, with a probability of good results 
arranged at interview. — Apply by letter to 
Ormond Mansion, Great Ormond-street, W.C. 


Gentleman just 
Use of Furnished 
; terms can be 
Esta 


TES, 





rh\O SOLICITORS.—Large Light OFFICES 
TO LET, in good house, first or sec sond floor. Apply, 
Housekeeres. 3, Bloomsbu ry-street, W.c. 


Bay Hate STREET, Budge-row.—To be 
Let, a vory fine Light Corner Suite of Seven Offices 
in a Modern Buiid ing, fitted with lift and every convenience. 
~-For full particulars apply to Messrs. 8. Watker & Sox, 
22, Moorgate-street, E.¢ 


YMALL OFFICE To Let, 
the Outer Temple, with or without use « 

and clerk; suit Solicitor or other requiring 
address.—Apply, G. C., Outer Temple, Strand, W.C 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENT 
to fit sums of £500, £1,200, and £2,000; quarterly 
property preferred ; balf-year's commission rec juired. 








Furnished, in 
of telephone 
London 





S Wanted, 


Regent-street. 
Pha J 7,00 (0) Required to Erect Machinery 
on 700-acre Freehold Gold Mine; several 
ene ee e reefs, two worked and well proved ; mining con- 
ditions most advantageous ; large and quick profits assured ; 
can arrange partnership or company. — Write, W. 173, 
Deacon’s, 154, Leadenhall-street, London, E C. 


ONE MILLION Sterling. | 


Head Office— 


5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, E.C. 





. Kat, 
\ jor" Nea;?, 
. we ay Wa O) 
oe « Conlegrlr 


W. EVANS & €0., 


Under the same Proprietorship 
and Management since the House 
was founded. No connection with 
any other firm. 

“TRUTH ” says :—‘‘ Our latest d 
covery in Tailoring is Evans, 77, Gre 
Portland-street, W., who can act 
fit.’”’ 


We keep a choice and varied stock ' 
—_ ials for Town and Country 
Mg strictly moderate compatib 
wit first-class workmanship. 
Please note only address— 4 
77. Great Portland St,7> 
LONDON, W. 


Morning Coat from £2 5 0| Lounge Suits from £3 








Riding Breeches,, 119 6| Evening Dress 8uit ,, § 


ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITA 
MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON, 


For the Upper and Middie Classes only. 








PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THs EARL SPENCER, K.G, 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surround 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds, 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s.a week, —a 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the C ittee of Manag under special 
Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants 

Patients igher rates can have Specia ndants, 
Horses pond yo ,and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
+ pee Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospi’ 

There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park o 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

For further information apply to the Medical Superin: 
tendent. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For a under the Act and privately 


Yor Terms, &c. apply to 
rn, D. HOGG, MR.C8., , &e., 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworrTs. 











£1, 00 hedegneg ined for one year at 10 

per cent. interest, on security of jewels 
on & Yalustion ; 9 money -lenders ; ; references given and 
required, Address, Jewe.s, care of Advertising Offices, 
10, High Holborn. 





r [HE LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY (Ltd.) (Est. 1856). 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, mies wall, E.C. 
ADVANCE MONEY on personal security , furniture, leases 
life policies, &c., repayable, INCLUDING INTEREST.” 
£10 One Year, Weekly’ £0 4 Monthly £019 3 
£20 ” £0 8 6 ” £117 6 
£30 » £012 8 - aa 2 
£50 9° £1 1 ” - : 
£100 ” £2 2 
Larger sums in a. Moderate ‘rates for bills of 
sale. Prospectus on appli to 8 y (No 
Agents.) 








Bier, Sox, & Cagpen, Auctioneers, 31, Hatton-garden, E.C 
N ORTGAGE INVESTME NTS.— 
Messrs. MAY & ROWDEN have decided to develop 
further this class of business, and will therefore be glad to 
see both Borrowers and Lenders; only good-class securities 
dealt with; no flats or weekly property. — Offices: 27, 
Maddox-street, W. 
any responsible Gentieman, in Town or 


MONEY | Country, be willing to pay a fair rate of 


interest for an IMMEDIATE ADVANCE OF CASH 
upon their own PROMiISGORY NOTE, without Security, 
Publicity, or fees, and strictly private. 
Call or write to the Actual Lenders, 
J. WESTON & GCO., 
PRIVATE BANKERS, 

30 & 31, DUKE STREET, PICGADILLY, 

LONDON, W 





FROM £50 to £5,000. — Would 


BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 








BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 


ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - - - - 1} to 3} Guineas. 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “ Superintendent,” Hillside, Bun'iagford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, MA 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal : M. RILEY, Assoc. Boe. 
Brady of of Pm § Thirty years’ Experience 

Medical References. For terms and partial 
a Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


Terrorapuic Appress: “‘ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 
Grateful—Comforting. 


EPPS’S 


A welcome delicacy for 


COCOA. 


Breakfast and Supper. 








Sr LEGER Sarre tel 82 
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